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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

National Commission on the Causes 
and Prevention of Violence 

Section 213.3199(b) is revoked, having 
expired by its own terms. 

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1954- 
58 Oomp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[PR. Doc. 70-1207; Piled, Jan. 29. 1970; 
8:48 a.m.l 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Treasury Department 

Section 213.3305 is amended to show 
that two Schedule C positions of Liaison 
Officer, formerly listed under the Bureau 
of Customs, are now located in the Office 
of the Secretary. Effective on publication 
in the Federal Register, subparagraph 
(24) is added to paragraph (a) of section 
213.3305 and subparagraph (2) of para¬ 
graph (c) is revoked. 

§ 213.3305 Treasury Department. 

(a) Office of the Secretary. • * • 
(24) Two Liaison Officers 

• • • « * 

(c) Bureau of Customs. * ♦ ♦ 

(2) [Revoked] 

* • ♦ ♦ ♦ 

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1954- 
58 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[P.R. Doc. 70-1208: Piled, Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:48 a.m.[ 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Federal Trade Commission 

Section 213.3334 is added to show that 
one position of Secretary to the Chair¬ 
man is excepted under Schedule C. Effec¬ 
tive on publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, § 213.3334 is added as set out below. 

§ 213.3334 Federal Trade Commission. 

(a) Secretary to the Chairman. 


(5 U.S.C. 3303, 3302, E.O. 10577; 3 CFR 1954- 
58 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

|FR. Doc. 70-1206; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Transportation 
SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE 

[Airspace Docket No. 69-SO-1351 

part 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and 

Transition Area 

On December 10, 1969, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (34 F.R. 19510). stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration was considering an amendment 
to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations that would alter the Tri-City, 
Tenn., control zone and transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through the submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., April 2, 
1970, as hereinafter set forth. 

In §71.171 (35 F.R. 2054), the Tri- 
City control zone Is amended to read: 

Tri-Citt, Tenn. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Tri-City Munici¬ 
pal Airport (lat. 36°28'30" N., long. 82°24'- 
20" W.); within 2 miles each side of Tri- 
City ILS localizer Northeast course, extend¬ 
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to the OM; 
within 3 miles each side of the 042° and 
222° bearings from Boone RBN, extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 11 miles 
southwest of the RBN. 

In § 71.181 (35 F.R. 2134), the Tri-City 
transition area is amended to read: 

Tri-Citt, Tenn. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface beginning at the inter¬ 
section of the arc of a 21.5-mile radius circle 
centered on Tri-City Airport (lat. 36*28'30" 
N.. long. 82®24'20" W.) and a line 5 miles 
northwest of and parallel to Blackford VOR 
216* radial (northeast of Tri-City Airport); 
thence northeast along this line to and 
clockwise along the arc of a 30-mlle radius 
circle centered on Trl-Clty Airport to the 
northwest boundary of V-16S; thence north¬ 
east along the northwest boundary of V-10S 


to and clockwise along the arc of a 21.5-mile 
radius circle to point of beginning; including 
the airspace within 2 miles each side of 
Virginia Highlands Airport Runway 6 ex¬ 
tended centerline, extending from the arc 
of a 30-mile radius circle centered on Tri-City 
Airport to 7.5 miles northeast of Virginia 
Highlands Airport. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958. 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Janu¬ 
ary 21, 1970. 

James G. Rogers, 
Director, Southern Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1176; Filed, Jan. 29. 1970; 
8:46 a.m.[ 


|Airspace Docket No. 69-SO-142] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On December 11, 1969, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (34 F.R. 19551), stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering an amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
that would designate the Belzoni, Miss., 
transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to participate in the rule mak¬ 
ing through the submission of comments. 
All comments received were favorable. 

Subsequent to publication of the no¬ 
tice, the refined geographic coordinate 
(lat. 33°08'40" N., long. 90°30'55"W.) 
for Belzoni Municipal Airport was ob¬ 
tained from Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
It is necessary to alter the description 
by inserting the geographic coordinate 
for the airport. Since this amendment is 
editorial in nature, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
action is taken herein to alter the de¬ 
scription accordingly. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 Gjn.t, April 2, 
1970, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (35 F.R. 2134), the follow¬ 
ing transition area is added: 

Belzoni, Miss. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of the Belzoni Municipal Airport (lat. 
33*08'40" N., long. 90*30'55" W.). 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Janu¬ 
ary 20, 1970. 

James G. Rogers, 
Director , Southern Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1177; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(Airspace Docket No. 69-SO-147J 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On December 11, 1969. a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (34 F.R. 19551), stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering an amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
that would alter the Yazoo City, Miss., 
transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to participate in the rule mak¬ 
ing through the submission of comments. 
All comments received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., April 2, 
1970. as hereinafter set forth. 

In 8 71.181 (35 F.R. 2134), the Yazoo 
City. Miss, transition area is amended 
to read: 

Yazoo City, Miss. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the^ surface within a 6.5-mile 
radius of Barrier Field (lat. 32°52'30" N.. 
long. 90°24'25" W.); within 3 miles each side 
of the Jackson, Miss. VORTAC 332° radial, 
extending from the 6.5-mile radius area to 
17.5 miles northwest of the VORTAC. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c) ) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Janu¬ 
ary 20, 1970. 

James G. Rogers, 
Director , Southern Region. 

(F.R. Doc. 70-1178: Filed. Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:46 a.m.( 


(Airspace Docket No. 69-SO-93J 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 

On September 20, 1969, a notice of 
proposed rule making was published in 
the Federal Register <34 F.R. 14657), 
stating that the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration was considering an amend¬ 
ment to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations that would designate the Mi¬ 
ami. Fla. (Transition and Training Air¬ 
port). control zone and transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through the submission of com¬ 
ments. Comments received from repre¬ 
sentatives of the US. Department of 
the Interior and National Audubon So¬ 
ciety, Inc., were in opposition to the 
proposed rule. The comments in opposi¬ 
tion are not considered to be germane 
to the assignment of airspace, but are 
being given appropriate consideration by 
responsible authority relative to ultimate 
use of the airport site. All other com¬ 
ments received were favorable. 

Subsequent to publication of the no¬ 
tice, it was determined that the Air 
Traffic Control Tower would be opera¬ 


tional from sunrise to sunset only. Conse¬ 
quently. a full-time control zone is not 
justified. Additionally, the Dade County 
Port Authority changed the name of the 
airport to “Dade-Collier Training and 
Transition Airport.” It is necessary to 
alter the control zone description to des¬ 
ignate it as part-time control zone to 
be activated by a Notice to Airmen and 
as continuously published in the Air¬ 
man’s Information Manual. It is also 
necessary to alter the control zone and 
transition area descriptions to reflect the 
name change of the airport. Since these 
amendments are editorial and less re¬ 
strictive in nature, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are unnecessary and ac¬ 
tion is taken herein to alter the control 
zone and transition area descriptions ac¬ 
cordingly. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Janu¬ 
ary 20, 1970, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.171 (35 F.R. 2054), the follow¬ 
ing part-time control zone is added: 

Miami, Fla. (Dade-Collier Training and 
Transition Airport) 

Within a 5-mile radius of Dade-Collier 
Training and Transition Airport (lat. 25° 51'- 
46" N., long. 80“53'50" W.). This control zone 
is effective during the specific dates and 
times established in advance by a Notice to 
Airmen. The effective date and time will 
thereafter be continuously published in the 
Airman’s Information Manual. 

In § 71.181 (35 F.R. 2134), the follow¬ 
ing transition area is added: 

Miami. Fla. (Dade-Collier Training and 
Transition Airport) 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile 
radius of Dade-Collier Training and Transi¬ 
tion Airport (lat. 25°5r46" N., long. 80°53'- 
50" W.). 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Janu¬ 
ary 19,1970. 

James G. Rogers, 
Director , Southern Region. 

(F.R. Doc. 70^1179; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:46 a.m. | 


(Airspace Docket No. 69-SO-134( 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 

On January 8, 1970, F.R. Doc. No. 70- 
274 was published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter (35 F.R. 308), amending Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by al¬ 
tering the Sarasota, Fla., control zone 
and transition area. 

Subsequent to publication of the rule, 
it was determined that the reference 
"VOR” was inadvertently omitted from 
the control zone description. It is neces¬ 
sary to alter the rule by inserting this 
reference. Since this amendment is edi¬ 
torial in nature, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are unnecessary. 


In consideration of the foregoing, ef¬ 
fective immediately, F.R. Doc. No. 70- 
274 is amended as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4 of the Sarasota. Fla., 
control zone description •** * * Sara¬ 
sota 050° * * *” is deleted and “* ♦ * 
Sarasota VOR 050° * • *” is substituted 
therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958. 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c); Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in East Point. Ga., on Janu¬ 
ary 21.1970. 

James G. Rogers. 
Director , Southern Region. 

(F.R. Doc. '70-1180; Filed, Jan. 29. 1970; 
8:46 a.m. | 


| Airspace Docket No. 70-SO-61 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to alter the Concord, N.C., tran¬ 
sition area. 

The Concord transition area is de¬ 
scribed in 8 71.181 (35 F.R. 2134) and 
has a designated basic radius circle of 
6 miles. 

U.S. Standards for Terminal Instru¬ 
ment Procedures (TERPs), issued after 
extensive consideration and discussion 
with Government agencies concerned 
and affected industry groups, are now 
being applied to update the criteria for 
instrument approach procedures. The 
criteria for the designation of controlled 
airspace protection for these procedures 
was revised to conform to TERPs and 
achieve increased and efficient utiliza¬ 
tion of airspace. 

Because of this revised criteria, it is 
necessary to alter the description by tak¬ 
ing the following actions: 

1. Reduce the basic radius circle from 
6 to 5 miles. 

2. Designate an extension predicated 
on Charlotte VORTAC 060° radial 5 
miles in width and extending to 18 miles 
northeast of Charlotte VORTAC (ap¬ 
proximately 6 miles southeast of Propst 
Airport). 

The above actions result in a substan¬ 
tial decrease in controlled airspace. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary and Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations is amended, effec¬ 
tive immediately, as hereinafter set 
forth. 

In 8 71.181 (35 F.R, 2134), the Con¬ 
cord. N.C., transition area is amended 
to read: 

Concord, N.C. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Propst Airport (lat. 35'23'30" N.. long. 
80 34'30" W.); within 2.5 miles each side of 
Charlotte VORTAC 060° radial, extending 
from the 5-mile radius area to 18 miles 
northeast of the VORTAC. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958. 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 
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Issued in East Point. Ga. f on Janu¬ 
ary 21. 1970. 

James G. Rogers, 
Director, Southern Region . 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1181; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 69-SW-721 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to alter the Alexandria. La. (Es- 
ler Field), control zone and the Alex¬ 
andria, La., transition area. 

On December 5, 1969, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (34 F.R. 19297) stating 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed to alter controlled airspace in 
the Alexandria, La., terminal area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., April 
2, 1970. as hereinafter set forth. 

(1) In §71.171 (35 F.R. 2054), the 
Alexandria, La. (Esler Field), control 
zone is amended to read: 

Alexandria, La. (Esler Field) 

Within a 5-mile radius of Esler Feld (lat. 
31°23'45" N.. long. 92‘17*40" W.), and within 
3 miles each side of the Esler VOR 338° 
radial extending from the 5-mlle radius zone 
to 8.5 miles north of the VOR. 

*2) In §71.181 (35 F.R. 2134), the 
Alexandria, La., transition area 700-foot 
portion is amended to read: 

Alexandria, La. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 16-mile 
radius of England AFB (lat. 31°19'40" N., 
long. 92°33'05" W.), within a 7-mile radius 
of Esler Field (lat. 31 c 23'45" N., long. 
92°17'40"W.), and within 4 miles each side 
of the Esler VOR 155° radial extending from 
the Esler Field 7-mile radius area to 17 miles 
southeast of the VOR. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C, 1348; sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Janu¬ 
ary 19, 1970. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Director, Southwest Region . 
[F.R. Doc. 70-1182; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:46 a.m.| 


(Airspace Docket No. 69-EA-30 J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 
Alteration, Designation, and Revoca¬ 
tion of Federal Airway Segments 

On December 31, 1969, F.R. Doc. 69- 
15424 was published in the Federal 
Register (34 F.R. 20419) effective April 2, 
1970. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Tills document amended Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations in part by 
realigning VOR Federal airway No. 34 
.between Carmel, N.Y., and the Say brook 
Intersection through use of the River- 
head, N.Y., 048° radial. 

Subsequent to the publication of this 
amendment, it lias been determined that 
use of the Riverhead 046° radial in lieu 
of the 048° radial will permit the termi¬ 
nus of this airway to coincide with the 
centerline of VOR Federal airway No. 16. 
Accordingly, action is taken herein to 
reflect this 2° radial change. 

Since this amendment is minor in na¬ 
ture and no substantive change in the 
regulation is effected, notice and public 
procedure thereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, ef¬ 
fective immediately, F.R. Doc. 69-15424 
(34 F.R. 20419) is amended as herein¬ 
after set forth. 

In Item f. “Riverhead, N.Y„ 048° 
radials.” is deleted and “Riverhead, N.Y., 
046° radials.” is substituted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act. 49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 21, 1970. 

T. McCormack, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1183; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 69-SO-71 ] 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES 

Alteration of Jet Routes and 
Associated Control Area 

On October 2, 1969, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (34 F.R. 15364) stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration was considering amendments to 
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations that would realign VOR 
Federal airway No. 3 east alternate and 
Jet Route Nos. 77 and 79. On Novem¬ 
ber 13, 1969, a supplemental notice of 
proposed rule making was published in 
the Federal Register (34 F.R. 18178) 
stating that V-3E should not be realigned 
as proposed in the original notice. Also, 
Jet Route No. 77 should be realigned in 
a manner different than that proposed 
in the original notice. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro¬ 
posed rule making through the submis¬ 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations are amended, effective 0901 
G.m.t., April 2, 1970, as hereinafter set 
forth. 

1. In § 71.161 (35 F.R. 2044) Jet Route 
No. 77 is amended to read: 

Jet Route No. 77 from Blsc&yne Bay, Fla., 
to Vero Beach. Fla.; from Jacksonville, Fla., 
to Charleston, S.C. 
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2. Section 75.100 (35 F.R. 2359) is 
amended as follows: 

a. In Jet Route No. 77, all preceding “Day¬ 
tona Beach, Fla.” is deleted and “From 
Biscayne Bay, Fla., via the INT of Biscaync 
Bay 021 • and Vero Beach, Fla., 143° radials; 
Vero Beach; M is substituted therefor. 

b. In Jet Route No. 79, all preceding “Day¬ 
tona Beach, Fla.” is deleted and “From 
Blscayne Bay. Fla., via the INT of Biscayne 
Bay 348° and Vero Beach, Fla., 178* radials; 
Vero Beach;" is substituted therefor. 

(Secs. 307(a) 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, 49 U.S.C. 1348 and 1510: Executive 
Order 10854, 24 FJt. 9565; sec. 6(c). Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 23, 1970. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1189; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:47 a.m.] 


f Airspace Docket No. 69-WE-57 ] 

PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
Alteration of Restricted Areas 

On October 22, 1969, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (34 F.R. 17115) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion was considering amendments to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would alter Restricted Areas 
R-2303A and R-2303B at Fort Huachuca, 
Ariz. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro¬ 
posed rule making through the submis¬ 
sion of comments. No comments were 
received. 

Subsequent to the publication of the 
notice, it was determined that nonpar¬ 
ticipating aircraft operating between the 
Tucson/Phoenix, Ariz., terminal areas 
and the Nogales, Sonora, Mexico, radio 
beacon normally use a small portion of 
the western end of the proposed R^2303B. 
The using agency of R-2303B has agreed 
to modify the proposed restricted area 
sufficiently to permit this operation. 
Therefore, action is taken herein to re¬ 
duce the size of the proposed Rr-2303B. 

Since this action reduces the burden on 
the public, notice and public procedure 
thereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., 
April 2, 1970, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 73.23 (35 F.R. 2314) the Fort Hua¬ 
chuca, Ariz., restricted areas are 
amended to read as follows: 

1. R-2303A Fort Huachuca, Ariz. 

Boundaries: Beginning at lat. 31 c 40'40" 
N., long. 110*11*00" W.; to lat. 31*34*00" N . 
long. 110 B 08'30" W.; to lat. 31*34 00" N., 

long. 110*22 00" W.; to lat. 31*33*00" N., 

long. 110*23*00" W.; to lat. 31*29*00" N., 

long. 110*23*00" W.; to lat. 31*29*00" N., 

long. 110*41*30" W.; to lat. 31*34*00" N„ 

long. 110*43*30" W.; to lat. 31*38*30'* N., 

long. 110*42*00" W.; to lat. 31*38*30" N., 

long. 110*39*30" W.; to lat. 31*41*00" N., 

long. 110*33*30" W.; to lat. 31*41*00" N., 

long. 110*12*00" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes; Surface to 15,000 
feet MSL. 
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Time of designation: Continuous. 

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Albuquerque ARTC Center. 

Using agency: Commanding General, U.S. 
Army Electronic Proving Ground, Fort Hua- 
chuca, Arlz. 

2. R-2303B Fort Huachuca, Ariz. 

Boundaries: Beginning at lat. 31°35'00" 
N.. long. 110°00'00" W.; to lat. 31°24'00" N. t 
long. lHTOO'OO" W.; to lat. 31°24'00" N., 

long. HOMS'OO" W.: to lat. 31°48'00" N., 

long. 110°46'00" W.: to lat. 31°48'00" N. f 

long. 110 # 25'45" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes: 15,000 feet MSL to 
FL 450. 

Time of designation: Continuous. 

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, Albuquerque ARTC Center. 

Using agency: Commanding General, U.S, 
Army Electronic Proving Ground, Fort Hua¬ 
chuca, Ariz. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.O. 1348), Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 23, 1970. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Chief. Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1184; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:46 a.m.| 

[Airspace Docket No. G9-SW-76] 

PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
Revocation of Restricted Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 


tions is to revoke the Rabbit Island, La., 
Restricted Area R-3802. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
has been advised by the Department of 
the Navy that the Rabbit Island Re¬ 
stricted Area R-3802 is no longer re¬ 
quired for its designated purpose. Ac¬ 
cordingly, action is taken herein to re¬ 
voke this restricted area. 

Since this amendment restores air¬ 
space to the public use and relieves a 
restriction, notice and public procedure 
thereon are unnecessary, and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive on less than 30 days notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
73 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended effective upon publication in 
the Federal Register as hereinafter set 
forth. 

In § 73.38 (35 F.R. 2332) “R-3802 Rab¬ 
bit Island, La.” is revoked. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.O. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 21,1970. 

T. McCormack, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

| F.R. Doc. 70-1185; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:46 a.m] 

| Airspace Docket No. 69-SW-77] 

PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
Revocation of Restricted Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 


tions is to revoke R-6310 Houston, Tex. 
(Ellington AFB), Restricted Area/Mili¬ 
tary Climb Corridor. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
has been advised by the Department of 
the Air Force that R-6310 is no longer 
required for its designated purpose. Ac¬ 
cordingly, action is taken herein to re¬ 
voke this restricted area. 

Since this amendment restores air¬ 
space to the public use and relieves a 
restriction, notice and public procedure 
thereon are unnecessary, and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive on less than 30 days notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
73 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective upon publication in 
the Federal Register, as hereinafter set 
forth. 

In § 73.63 (35 FJt. 2349) “R^6310 
Houston, Tex. (Ellington AFB), Re¬ 
stricted Area/Military Climb Corridor.” 
is revoked. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U8.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D C., on Janu¬ 
ary 21,1970. 

T. McCormack, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1186; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:46 am] 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC ANO GENERAL OPERATING RULES 

[Reg. Docket No. 10060; Arndt. 685] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 


The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective when 
indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classification 
now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished in this 
amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. ^ 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety In air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists 
for making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97 

(14 CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: __ 

1. By amending 5 97.11 of Subpart B to amend low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 
(ADF> and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 

Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—Type VOR 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are tn foot MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical miles 

Un ^H an tn^rnm/en^apj^acl^^ Is romtactedlit the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 

unloss an approach is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authoris'd by the Administrator. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
routes. Minimum altitudos shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth l>elow. 




Transition 

• 


* Ceiling and visibility minlmums 




Course And 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(foot) 


2-englno or less 

More than 

2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


From— 

To— 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More 
than 65 
knots 

PWL VOR 


.IGN VOR. 


3000 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

20O->4 
000-1H 
800-2 






C-dn.. 

A-dn... 

000-1 

800-2 

000-1 

800-2 







— 


Procedure turn W gldo of crs. 037° Outbnd, 217° Inbnd, SSOO' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ere, 1600'. 

H vl^ual contact nolos tablUupon^dlseent°to authorized landing minimuins or if landing not accomplished within 3.3 miles after passing IGN VOR, climb on cn» 242 
to 1500'. make right-cllmblug turn, return to IGN VOR climbing to 2800\ Hold NE, 1-minute right turns, 217° Inbnd. 

MSA within 25miles offacUlty: 000°-090°-3400'; 090M80°-2600'; 180°-270°-2800'; 270°-360°—4200'. 

ntv, Poughkeepsie; State, N.Y.; Airport name. Dutchess County; Kiev., 165'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., IGN; Procedure No. VOR Runway 24, Arndt. 0; Efl. date, 12 

Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. 5; Dated, 10 Sept. 67 
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2. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to amend very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-distance 
measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—Type VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except 1IAT. HAA, and RA. Cetlings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. v 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above typo is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorixed by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitude shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. ^ u 


Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 


To— 


Via 


Minimum • 

altitudes MAPS: 6.4 miles after pasning Beokcrlnt. 
(feet) 


TUP VOR. Becker Int. R 128°,TUP VOR. 2000 

A VOR. . Becker Int. R 238°,HAB VOR. 2000 

UBS VORTAC. Pecker Int. R 359°, UB8 VORTAC. 2000 


Left turn, climb to 2000' to Becker Int. 

viu R 359° UB8 VORTAC and hold. 
Supplementary charting information: 

Hold N, 1 minute, right turns, 179® Inbnd. 
Runway 10, TDZ elevation, 225'. 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 359° Outbnd, 179® Inbnd. 2000' within 10 miles of Becker Int. 

FAF, Becker Int. Final approach ers, 179°. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.4 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Becker Inl/30-milo DME, 2000'; over 26-mile DME Fix. 800'. 

MSA: 000°-180°—1800'; 180°-360°—1900'. 

Note: Use Columbus approach altimeter setting. 

Day and Niant Minimums 



Cond. 


A 



B 


C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

VI8 

8-19... 



1 

576 

800 

IK 

675 

NA 

NA 



MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 



C. 



1 

635 

860 

iw 

635 

NA 

NA 



VOR/DME MINIMUMS: 








MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 



S-19- 



1 

375 

000 

IK 

375 

NA 

NA 



MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 



C. 


. 660 

1 

435 

680 • 

iK 

455 

NA 

NA 

A. 



T 2-ong. or less—Standard. 


T over 2-cng.—Not authorized. 



City, Aberdeen-Armory; State, Miss.; Airport name, Monroe County; Elev., 225'; Facility, UBS; Procedure No. VOR Runway 19, Arndt. 1; Eff. date 12 Feb 70* Sun Arndt 

No. Orig.; Dated, 10 July 69 ‘ ’ 


Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 


To- 


Via. 


Minimum 

altitudes MAP: GRI) VORTAC. 
(feet) 


R 114* GRD VORTAC CW . R 260°, GRD VORTAC . 7-mile DME Arc 

R 356% GRD VORTAC CCW . R 260®. GRD VORTAC . 7-mlle DME Arc . 

7-mlle DME Arc. .. GRD VORTAC (NOPT)~. GRD, R 2&f........ .... 


2200 Climb to 2200' on GRD VORTAC R 100* 
2200 within 15 miles. 

1020 Supplementary charting information: 

Final approach ers intercepts runway 
centerline 4300' from threshold. 

LIICO—122.1 R. 123.6R. 

Runway 9, TDZ elevation, 631'. 


Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 260° Outbnd, 060° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles of GRD VORTAC. 

Final approach ers, 080°. 

Minimum altitude over GRI) VORTAC. 1020'. 

MBA: 000®-360®—2100'. 

Notes: (1) When control zone not effective, use Anderson. 8.C.. altimeter setting and MDA increased 140'. (2) Sliding scale not authorized. 
•Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective. 

* Night minimums not authorized Runways 4-22, IS 36. 

Day and Night Minimums 



Cond. 


A 



B 



C 


D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

8-9. 



1 

389 

1020 

1 

389 

1020 

1 

389 

NA 



MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 


C#. 



1 

389 

1100 

1 

469 

1100 

IK 

469 

NA 

A. 




T 2-cng. or less—Standard. 




T over 2-eng.- 

-Standard. 



nty. Greenwood; State, S.C.; Airport name, Greenwood County; Elev., 631'; Facility, GRD; Procedure No. VOR Runway 9, Arndt. 7; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup Arndt 

No. 6; Dated, 13 Mur. 69 


No. 21-2 
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Standard Instrument Approach Procedure — Tvpe VOR—Continued 




Terminal routes 



Missed approach 


From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP: GRD VORTAC 


R 356* ORDVORTAC CW.. R 100°, G HI) VORTAC_.7-mlte DME Arc. 

R 241 °* GRD VORTAC CCW.. R 100*, GRD VORTAC.7-mlle DME Arc. 

7-mile DME Arc. .DME J 


; Fix (NOPT)~*---------- OKI), R UK>\ 


2300 within 15 miles. 

1240 Supplementary charting information: 

Final approach era intercepts runway 
centerline 27(M/ from threshold. 
LRCO—122.1R. 123.6R. 

Runway 27, TDZ elevation, 630'. 


Procedure turn N side of ere, 100° Outbnd, 280* Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles or GRD VORTAC. 

Final approach ers, 280*. 

Minimum altitude over 4-mllc DME Fix, 1240 . 

row not rffccUve. iisf Anderson. S.C. thlnwter settingsnd MI)A Inmamd HO". (2) Sliding scale not authorised. 
•Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective. 

fNlght minimums not authorised Runways 4-22. !»-*. Dat m Nkjht MkuicM8 


Cond. 


A 



B 



C 


D 

MDA 

VIS 

IIAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VI8 

HAT 

VIS 

9-27 . 

1240 

1 

610 

1240 

1 

610 

1240 

1 

610 

NA 


MDA 

VIS 

IIAA 

MDA 

VIS 

IIAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 


c# . 

1240 

l 

609 

1240 

1 

609 

1240 

1M 

609 

NA 


V0R/D.ME Minimums: 









MDA 

vis 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

IIAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 


fi-27 . 

980 

i 

350 

980 

1 

360 

980 

1 

350 

NA 


MDA 

VIS 

IIAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 


Ci . 

1020 

1 

389 

1100 

1 

469 

1100 

m 

469 

NA 


. Standard.* 


T 2-cng. or less— Standard. 



T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Greenwood; State, S.C. 

; Airport name. Greenwood County; Elev., 631'; 

Facility, GRD; Procedure No. VOR Runway 27, Arndt. 6; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. 5; 
Dated, 13 Mar. 69 




Terminal routes 





Missed approach 

From— 



To— 



Via 

Minimum MAP: 6.7 miles after passing GUC VOR 
altitudes TAG. 

(feet) 

/’rtl tAnti’oofl TYMR Vit 


... Almont DME Fix.. 



Direct. 


. 16.400 

Climbing right turn to 12,000' direct GUC 
VORTAC and hold.* 

Ciinnlamantarv plinrtlriD InfarnmffalV 

Atmont DME Fix. 


... Purlin DME Fix... 



Direct. 


. 15,300 

to nnn 

Purlin DME Fix. 

Powdcrhorn DME Fix. 


... GUC VORTAC--. 
... GUC VORTAC... 

.— 


Direct...... 

Direct. 


. 14,500 

•Hold SW,1 minute, 
LRCO, 122.1, 123.6. 

left turns 031* Inbnd. 


Procedure turn W side of crs. 211° Outbnd, 031° Inbnd, ILOCKy within 10 miles of GUC VORTAC. 

FAF OUC VORTAC. Final approach crs, 031°. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.7 miles. 

Minimum altitude over GUC VORTAC, 9900'. 

NoTEsfcOProwdurenot authorised If Gunnison altimeter not available. (2) Final approach from holding pattern not autlioritcd. Procedure turn required. 
# Alternate minimums not autlioritcd, except operators with approved weather reporting service. 

%Climb clear of clouds, over airport, to 9000 7 continue climb direct to Q UC VOR l AC. 

&tght minimums not authorised. Dat ^ ^ Uwmw 



Cond. 


A 



B 



C 



D 



MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C$. 

A. 


9060 

... 3000-3 # 

2 M 

1393 9000 

T 2-eng. or less—1400-2.% 

2H 

1393 

9060 

2*4 

T over 2-eng. 

1393 

—1400-2.% 

9100 

3 

1433 


City, Gunnison; State, Colo.; Airport name, Gunnison County; Elev., 7667'; Facility, OUC; Procedure No. VOR-1, Aindt. 1; Efl. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. Orlg. 
' Dated, 18 Dec. On 
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Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—Type VOR—Continued 
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Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 


To- 


Via 


Minimum MAP: 8.8 miles after passing IJUO VOK 
altitudes TAC. 

(feet) 


Make right-climbing turn to 350O' direct to 
H UO VO RTAC and hold. 
Supplementary charting information: 
floid W, R 273°, 1 minute, right turns. 
01*3° Inbnd. 

Runway 7, TDZ elevation, 510'. 


Procedure turn 8 side of era, 273° Outbnd, 003° Inbnd, SSOO' within 10 miles of HUO VO RTAC. 
FAF, HUO VO RTAC. Final approach ers, 093°. Distance FAF to MAP, 8.8 miles. 

Minimum altitude over HUO VORTAC, 3000'. 

MSA: 000°~090°—3700 7 ; 090 c -180*—2900'; 180*-270°--3400'; 270*-360°—3500'. 

Notes: (1) Use Poughkeepsie F8S altimeter setting. (2) Night minimums not authorized. 

Day and Night Minimums 



Cond. 



A 


B 

C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VI8 

VIS 

via 

8-7. 




04 

1110 

NA 

NA 

NA 




MDA 

VIS 

IIA A 

VI8 

VIS 

V18 

C.. 




m 

1090 

NA 

NA 

NA 

A. 



.. Not authorized. 

T 2-eng. 

or less—Standard. 

T over 2*eng.—not authorized. 



City, Middletown; State, N.Y.; Airport name, Randall; Elov., 624'; Faculty, 1IOO VORTAC; Procedure No. VOR Runway 7, Arndt. 3; EH. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 2; Dated, 6 Jline 68 


Terminal routes 


From— 


To- 


Vla 


Missed approach 


Minimum 

altitudes MAP: 4.6 miles after passing ION VOR. 
(feet) 


Pawling VORTAC.Kingston VOR.. 


Direct.. 


3000 Climbing left turn to 2300' direct to ION 
VOR and hold. 

Supplementary charting information: 

Hold 8W, 1 minute, left turns, 069° Inbnd. 
Unicom available, 122.8. 


not authorized. One-iniimtc holding pattern, 8W of ION VOR, 069° Inbnd, left turns, 2300\ 
FA*, ION VOR. Final approach ers, 069°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6miles. 

Minimum altitude over ION VOR, 2300'. 

MSA: OOO’-O&O 0 —3400'; 090 c -180 c —2600'; 180°-270*—2800'; 270*-3C0 e -4200 / . 

Note: Use Poughkeepsie F88 altimeter setting. 

Day and Night Minimum* 

Cond. --- --?_ __ 

MDA VI8 HAA MDA VI8 HAA 

C .——.. 1380 1 680 1380 1 680 

A...—...— Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 

City, Mlllbrook; State, N.Y.; Airport name, 8ky Acres; Elcv., 700'; Facility, ION; Procedure No. VOR-1, Arndt. 


VI8 


VIS 


NA 

T over 2-cng.—Standard. 


NA 


3; EfT. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 20 Mar. 60 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 35, NO. 21—FRIDAY, JANUARY 30, 1970 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Type VOR—Contiuued 



Terminal routes 



Missed approach 




Minimum 

MAP: 6.7 miles after passing Orange Int 

From— 

To- 

Via 

altitudes 

(feet) 

(9-mile DME) 


Huguenot VOR...Orange Int (9-mlle DME) (NOPT)... Direct. 


2500 Climb to 2000* on HUO VOR R 079°, 
left-climbing turn to 3200' direct to 
HUO VORTAC and hold. 
Supplementary Charting Information: 
Hold W, 1 minute, right turns, 079° Inbd. 
Runway 8, TDZ elevation, 361'. 


Procedure turn N side of ere, 259° Outbnd, 079* Inbnd, 3200' within 10 miles of Orange Int (9-mlle DME). 
FAF, Orange Int (9-mile DME). Final approach ere, 079*. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.7 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Orange Int (9-inile DME), 2500'. 

MSA: 000 o -090°—3700'; 090°-180°—2900'; 180°-270 o —3400'; 270°-300°—3500 7 . 

Note: Use Poughkeepsie FSS altimeter setting. 

•Night minimum? not authorized Runways 8/26 and 11/29—no runway lights. 

Dat and Night Minimum? 


Cond. 


A 



B 



C 


D 

MDA 

VT8 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

S-8*.. 

1240 

IK 

879 

1240 

IK 

879 

1240 

i H 

879 

NA 


MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 


C*. 

1240 

IK 

879 

1240 

IK 

879 

1240 

l K 

879 

NA 


A....Not authorised. 


T 2-eng. or less—400-1 all runways. 


T over 2-eng.—400-1 all runways. 


City Montgomery; 8tate, N.Y.; Airport name, Orange County; Eiev., 361'; Facility, HUO; Procedure No. VOR Runway 8, Arndt. 2; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Amdt. No. 1; 

Dated, 14 Aug. 69 


Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 


To- 


Via 


Minimum 

altitudes MAP: EWN VOR. 
(feet) 


Climb to 2000', left turn, to EWN VOR 
via R 046° and hold. 

Supplementary charting information: 

Holu SW, 1 minute, left turns, 066° Inbnd. 


Procedure turn N side of cr,s, 226° Outbnd, 046° Inbnd, 1600' within 10 milesol EWN VOR. 
MSA:090°-180’—1400'; 180°-270°—1400'; 270°-360°—2500'. 

Day and Night Minimum? 


B 


Cond. 


Ml) A 


VIS 


HAA 


MDA 


VIS 


HAA 


MDA 


VIS 


HAA 


VIS 


C.—. 440 

A.....Standard. 


421 480 1 

T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


480 


ltf 461 

T over 2-eng,—Standard. 


NA 


City New Bern; Stale, N.C.: Airport name. Simmons Nott; Elcv., 19'; Facility, EWN; Procedure No. VOR-1, Amdt. 4; EfT. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Amdt. No. 3; Dated, 
’ 9 Jan. 69 


Terminal routes 


From— 


To— 


Via 


Kingston VOR...School Int. (NOPT). Direct. 

Pawling VO It.Kingston \ OR.. ■>“■«<. 

Pawling VOR......... School Int.....-.........-- Direct—... 


-M Used approach 


Minimum 

altitudes MAP: 5 miles after passing School Int. 
(feet) 


1500 Climbing left turn to 3000' direct to ION 
3000 VOR and hold. 

3000 Supplementary charting information: 

llola 8, 1 minute, right turns, 010° inbnd. 
1570' tower 1.7 miles SW PWL VOR. 

1403' terrain 6 miles E ION VOR. 

VW tower 41°51'28" N. 73°46'26" W. 


Procedure turn W sido of ers, 190° Outbnd, 010° Inbnd, 3000' within 10 miles ol School Int. 

FAF, School Int. Final approach ers, 010°. Distance FAF loMAP, 5 miles. 

Minimum altitude over School Int, lS^Y. 

MSA: 0OO°-OW°—3400'; 090°-180°—2600'; 180°-270°—2800'; 270°-360°—4200'. 

Note: Use Poughkeepsie FSS altimeter setting. 

Day and Night Minimum? 



Cond, 



A 


B 

C 

D 


M DA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

VIS 

VIS 


8-1. — 



1200 

IK 

880 

NA 

NA 

NA 





MDA 

VIS 

I1AA 





C. 



1200 

1 K 

880 

NA 

NA 

NA 



A.....Not authorized. 


T 2-eng. or less—Runways 1/19, 500-1. 


T over 2-eng.—Not authorized. 


Citv. Red Ilook; 8t*te, N.Y.: Airport name, Stark-Tator Skvpark; Kiev., 320': Facility, ION: Procedure No. VOR Runway 1, Amdt. 2; KIT. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 1; Dated, 4 Dec. 69 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 35, NO. 21—FRIDAY, JANUARY 30, 1970 









































































RULES AND REGULATIONS 
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Standard Instrument Approach 

PROCEDURE-TV PB 

VOR—Continued 



Terminal routes 



Missed approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP: 5.6 miles after passing Pontoon Int. 


SAC VOR 
Hood Int.. 


Hood Tnt..Direct. 2000 Climbing left turn to 2000' to SAC. 

Pontoon Int (NOPT).. Direct. 1800 VORTAC via R 175°. 

Supplementary charting Information: 

Final approach crs Intercepts midpoint of 
Runways 7/26. 

Two (2) transmission towers between 
Ida Island and Long Island, W of Islcton. 
Rio Vista Bridge tower 212'. 

A 260' and 20<r M8L tower 1.6 miles NE 
of Rio Vista Airport. 


Procedure turn not authorized. Approach crs (profile) starts at Hood Int. 

FAF, Pontoon Int. Final approach crs, 185°. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.6 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Hood Int, 6-mlle DME, 2000'; over Pontoon Int. 12-mile DME, 1800'. 
MSA: 060°-16<P—3000 7 ; 180 o -270°-3<*)0'; 27(T-360 o -4000 / . 

Notes: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Use Sacramento altimeter setting. 

%Ono-mlle visibility required Runway 14. 

^ Day and Night Minim cms 


Cond. 


A B C D 

MDA VIS UAA MDA VIS IIAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA 


C.. 620 1 676 620 1 676 700 656 800 2 756 

A...Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-cng.—Standard.% 


City, Rio Vista; State, Cali/.; Airport name, Rio Vista Municipal; Elev., 44'; Facility, SAC; Procedure No. VOR-I, Arndt. I; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig • 

Dated, 2 Jan. 60 


From— 


Terminal routes 


To- 


Via 


Missed approach 


Minimum 

altitudes MAP: 6.7 miles after passing IGN VOR. 


Right-climbing turn to 2800* direct to IGN 
VOR and hold. 

Supplementary charting information: 

Hold NW, 1 minute, right turns, 155° 
Inbnd. 

1430' tower 2.2 miles E of airport. 

1320' terrain 1.8 miles ESE of airport. 

1340' terrain 2.1 miles E of airport. 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 336° Outbnd. 166° Inbnd. 2800' within 10 miles of ION VOR. 

FAF, IGN VOR. Final approach crs, 156°. Distance FAF toMAP, 6.7 miles. 

Minimum altitude over IGN VOR, 1800'. 

MSA: 000°-090°—3400'; 090°-180°—2600'; 180°-270°—2800'; 270°-300°—4200'. 

Note: Use Poughkeepsie FSS altimeter setting. 

Caution: Terrain rises rapidly 1 miie E and SE of airport. 

Day and Night Minimums 



Cond. 

A 


B 

C 

D 



MDA VIS 

UAA 

VIS 

VIS 

VIS 


C. 

A. 



1062 

T 2-eng. or less—700-1. 

NA 

NA 

T over 2-eng.—not authorized. 

NA 



City, Stormville; State, N.Y.; Airport name, StormvUie; Elev., 368'; Facility, IGN; Procedure No. VOR-1, Arndt. 1; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig ; Dated 

3 July 60 * 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—Type VOR/DMK 


Bearings, headings, courses and radlals are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL, except HAT, It A A. and RA. Ceilings are lu feet above airport olovation. 
Distances are In nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or huntlreds of fe*t RVR. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport. It shall bo in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for cn route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 



Terminal routes 




Missed approach 

From— 

To- 


Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP: 2.4 mile DME Fix, R 331®. 


R (K»5°, IAH VORTAC CCW 
R *243°, IAH VORTAC CW.. 
l.Vmile Arc... .. 


R 331°, lAn VORTAC. 
R 331°, IAH VORTAC 
8-mllc 1)ME Fix. 


16-mile DME Arc... . 

16-mile DME Arc. 

14 331°, IA1! VORTAC. ... 


2000 Climb to 1800' direct to IAH VORTAC; 
2000 proceed on R 151° w ithin 10 miles. 

2000 Supplementary charting information: 

267* control tower midfield. 

Runway 14, TDZ elevation, 05'. 


Procedure turn not authorized. 

Final approach ers, 151°. 

Minimum altitude over S-mtle DMF. Fix, 1800'. 

MSA within 26 miles of IAH VORTAC: 270M8Q°-160G'; 1SO°-270°-2600'. 

Note: ASR. 

%RVR 18' authorized Runway 8; RV R 24' authorized Runway 26. 

•Inoperative table does not apply to HIRL Runway 14. HIRL inoperative visibility 1 mile. 


Day and Night Mintmums 


Cond. 


A 


B 



C 



D 


MDA 

VIS 

HAT MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

IIAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

S-14*.. 

460 

1 

365 460 

1 

365 

460 

1 

365 

460 

1 

365 


MDA 

VIS 

11A A MDA 

VIS 

1IAA 

MDA 

VIS 

11AA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 


860 

i 

462 660 

1 

462 

660 

1M 

462 

660 

2 

662 


... Standard. 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard.% 



T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 



City Houston; State, Tex.; Airport name. Intercontinental; Elev., 98'; Facility, TAII; Procedure No. VOR/DME Runway 14, Arndt. I; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. 
' Orig.; Dated, 29 May 69 


3. By amending § 97.25 of Subpart C to amend localizer (LOC) and localizer-type directional aid (LDA) procedures as 
follows * 

Standard instrument Approach Procedure—Type LOC (BC) 


Bearings headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except nAT, IIAA, and RA. Ceilings aro in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in stAtute miles or hundreds of feet RV R. 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at tho below named alrjwrt. it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airjwrt authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for on route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. * 



Terminal routes 


Missed approach 

From— 

To— 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes MAP: 5.5 miles after passingMaxton Int. 
(feet) 


R 005°, IAH VORTAC CCW 
R 328°, IAH VORTAC CW.. 
13-mile Arc. 


IAH LOC ers, R 081°, lead radial 13-miles DME Arc . 

IA < H°LO r c ers, R 066°, lead radial 13-miles DME Arc. —. 

(NOPT). 

Maxtonlnt.... LOC ers... - 


1800 Climb to 1800' direct to Houston (lA) LOM 
and hold. 

1800 Supplementary charting information: 

Hold W, 1 minute, right turns, 032° lubiul. 
1800 267' control tower midfield. 

240' water tower 3 miles E. 

Runway 26, TDZ elevation, 07'. 


Procedure turn N side of era, 082° Outbnd. 262° Inbnd. 1800' within 10 miles ofMaxton Int. 
FAF, Max ton Int. Final approach ers, 202®. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.6 miles. 

Minimum altitude overMaxtou Int, 1800'; over 3-mlle Radar Fix, SCO'. 

Note: A8R. • . _ 

%UVR l»' authorized Runway 8; RVR 24' authorized Runway 26. 

•Inoperative tabic does not apply to HIRL Runway 26. HIRL inoperative visibility 1 milo. 


Day and Night Minimums 


Cond. 


A 



B 



C 



D 


MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VI8 

HAT 

MDA 

VI8 

HAT 

8-26*.. 

. 560 

RVR 60 

463 

560 

RVR 50 

463 

560 

RVR 50 

463 

560 

RVR 50 

463 


LOC/R ADA R Minimuma 











MDA 

VIS 

IIAT 

MDA 

VIS 

IIAT 

MDA 

VIS 

nAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

8-26“. 

. 460 

RVR 60 

363 

460 

RVR 50 

363 

460 

RVR 50 

363 

4GQ 

RVR 50 

363 


MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

o ..... . . . . . 

. 560 

1 

462 

560 

1 

462 

560 

m 

462 

660 

2 

562 




T 2-eng. or leas—Standard.% 



T over 2-eng.- 

—Standard.% 




City, Houston; Btate, Tex.; Airport name. Intercontinental; Kiev., 98'; Facility. I-IAn*, Procedure No. LOC (BC) Runway 26, Arndt. 2; ElT. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. 1; 

Dated, 31 July 6ti 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 
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Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—Type LOC 

Bearings, headings, courses and radlols are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL, oicept HAT, 11AA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above alrnort «l«v»ttnn 
Distances are In nautical miles unless otherwise Indicated, eiccpt visibilities which are In statute ralita or hundreds of feet RVR 0 <urpott eI<,7atl0n ' 

Ifan lngtrumen t apprpa oh proc edure of the above type Is conducted at the below tamed airport. It shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure. 

a piS tueTor'as set tolhbK ^ —— •“**» shaU £™d 


Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 


To— 


Via 


Minimum 

altitudes MAT: 4 miles a/ter passing Jenny Int. 
(feet) 


BNA VORTAC .... Jenny VHF/RndarInt . Direct 2*00 

BN NDB/LOM.Jenny V11 F/Hadar Int . Direct . 2200 

Ridge top Int . LOC ers.120 c Heading (DR) 2500 

LOC ers (DR). . ... Jenny VHF/Radar Int. (NOPT) _ LOC era . ... * 1400 


Climb to 3000' direct to BN NDB/LOM 
and hold. 

Supplementary charting information: 
Hold S, I minute, right turns, 010 ° Jnbnd. 
Runway 20R, TDZ elevation, 57ft'. 


Procedure turn E side of ers, 016° Outbtul, 196° Inbnd, 2200" within 10 miles of Jenny VHF/Radar Int. 
FAF, Jenny VHF/Radar int. Final approach ers, 196 °. Distance FAF toMAP, 4 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Jenny Int, 1400*; over Knob Int., mu'. 

Note: ASR. 

•Inoperative table does not apply to III RL Runway 20R. 

Day and Night Minimum?! 


Cond. 


A 


MDA 

V18 

HAT 

8-20R*. 


1 

544 


MDA 

VIS 

1IAA 

C. 


1 

523 


LOCATOR MINIMUM8: 


MDA 

VI8 

HAT 

8-20R*. 


1 

404 


MDA 

VIS 

IIAA 

C. 


1 

443 

A... 

.Standard. 


T 2-eng. 


D 


aMDA 


VI8 


HAT 


MDA 


VIS 


hat 


MDA 


VJ8 


HAT 


1120 

MDA 

1120 

MDA 

980 

MDA 

1060 


1 

544 

1120 

1 

544 

1120 

Vi 

544 

VI8 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

1 

523 

1120 

m 

523 

1160 

2 

563 

VI8 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

IIAT 

1 

404 

980 

1 

404 

980 

1 

404 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

1 

4G3 

1000 

m 

463 

1160 

2 

563 


other runways. 


T over 2-eng.—RVR 24', Runway 2L; 
Standard all other runways. 


City, Nashville; State. Tenn.; Airport name. NashvlUcMelropolitan; Kiev 6»7’; Facility I-BNA; Procedure No. LOC(BC) Runway MR, Amdl.8; Ell date 12 Feb 70- 

bup. Arndt. No. 5; Dated, 11 Sept. 69 ’ v * ’ 

4. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to establish nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) 
procedures as follows: ' 


Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—Type NDB (ADF) 
Bearings, headings, courses and radlals are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes i 


Bearings, headings, courses and radlals are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes art! In feet MSL, except HAT, HAA. and RA Cclllnre are In feet above ai™* 

Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, oicept visibilities which are In statute milos or hundreds of feet RVR ^ tfe ln EtK)ve elevation. 


If an instrument approach procedure of the above t 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a 


with those established for en route operation ln the particular 


> type ls conducted at the below named airport it shall be in accordance with the following instrument arDroach nrocedur* 
)amS P ™ U !S m fonh R tXw. aUl 0rUe<i by lh ° Adailrilnnitor - lnlM acb mfnimum altltud^ahfil J&SSSl 



Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 

T*- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes MAP: MU NDB. 

(feet) 



Smart Int . 

('llntnn Ini 

. MU NDB . 

m i « xt r\n 


vUUWil ... 

Forayth Jnt... 

Wayside Int . 



Godfrey Iut . . 

Sharon If if 

\c v t vmi 


• 'Mil HU 1 Illl. v vaa . . B , aaa . . # • • • • • 

Mitchell Int ... . 

.MU NDB . . 



2200 Climb to 2200' right turn direct to MLJ 
2200 NDB and hold. 

2200 Supplementary charting information: 

2?00 Hold E, l minute, right turns 260° Inbnd 
2200 Final approach era intercepts runway 
2200 centerline extended 3000' from threshold. 
2200 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 089° Outbnd, 209' Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles of MU NDB. 
Final approach era, 200 

MSA: 000°-0uo c —2100'; tt«°-l80°-19OO'; 1$0°-270°-2300'; 270°-360°-2000'. 

Notes: (1) Use Macon, <Ja., approach altimeter setting. (2) No weather reporting. 


Day and Night Minimums 


Cond. 


A 



B 



C 


D 


MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 


8-27. 

. 1060 

I 

675 

1060 

1 

675 

1060 

Vi 

675 

NA 



MI)A 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VI8 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 



C. 


1 

675 

1060 

1 

675 

1060 

IX 

675 

NA 



Not authorized. 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


T over 2-eng.—Standardi 


City. MUIedgevllle; State, Oa.; Airport name, Baldwin County; Elev., 388'; Fatlllty, MLJ; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 27, Amdl. Orlg.; E0. date, 12 Feb. 70 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 35, NO. 31—FRIDAY, JANUARY 30, 1970 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


5. By amending $ 97.27 of Subpart C to amend nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) 
procedures as follows. standard instrument approach procedure — Type ndb (ADF) 

Hcarlnw headings. courses and radial* are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes aro in feet MflL, except IIAT, IIAA, and HA. Ceiling* are in feet abovo airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statuto miles or hundreds of feet RV R. 

If an liStrument approach procedure of the atnjve tyne is conducted at the below named airport it shall be in accordance with the following nstmment approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for eu routo operation in tho particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 


To- 


Minimum 

Via altitudes MAI*: 5.3 miles after passing T Y LOM. 

(feet) 


Sweetwater Int.. 

.Brenda Int. 

CSV, R 099°.. 

3 <km> 

Brenda Int. 

.TY LOM (NOl'T) . 

Direct ... . 

2500 

4200 

3000 

3000 

How ard Int. 

TaUassce Int — 
TYS VORTAC 

. . . TY LOM. . ... 

TV LOM 
tv LOM 

Direct. ...—- 

Direct—.. - 

Greenback Int —. 
Sw anson Int. 

. TY LOM <NOPT>... 
. TY LOM 

Direct.. ... .... 

..Direct_ _... 

2500 

3000 


Climb to 3000\ left turn to TY LOM at 
3500' and hold. 

Supplementary charting Information: 

Hold S\V, 1 minute, right turns,045° Iubnd. 
HiKL Runways4L/22K. 

Runway 4L, TDZ elevation, 955’. 


Procedure turn N side of ers 225° Outbnd, 045° Tnbnd, 2500' within 10 miles of T Y LOW. 
FAK, TY LOM. Final approach ers, 046°. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.3 miles. 

Minimum altitude over TY LOM, 2500'. _ . 

MSA: (MXP W0°-«100'; 090M80°-7000'; 180* 270' 7500'; 270° 300°—5500'. 

Note: ASR. j> a y and Nigut Minimum** 


Cond. 


A 



B 



C 



D 


MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VT8 

HAT 

8~4L . 

1580 

RVR 40 

625 

1680 

EV R 40 

C25 

1580 

RVR 40 

025 

1580 

RVR 50 

G25 


MDA 

VIS 

IIAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

o . . 

1580 

1 

591 

1580 

l 

501 

1580 

IK 

591 

1580 

2 

501 


Standard. 


T 2-eng. or less—RVR 24'; Runway 4L; 
other runways. 

Stundard all 

T over 2-eng.- RV It 24' 
runways. 

. Runway 

4L; Standard all other 


City Knoxville; State. Tcnn.; Airport name. McGhee Tyson; Kiev.,*#; Facility. TY; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 4L. Arndt, 24; F.tr. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 23; Dated, 28 Aug. 09 


Terminal routes 


Missed approach 


From— 


To- 


Via 


Minimum 

altitudes MAP: MSY NDB. 
(feet) 


Rowlands Int——. 

Monticello Int.... 

Loomis Int.~. 


„ . MSV NDB . Direct . 3300 

. MSV NDB . . Direct .. . 3300 

M 8V NDB Dirwsl . 3700 


Climb on ere 321° to 2800' w ithin 6 mile-*, 
climbing left turn to 3300' direct to MSV 
NDB and hold. 

Supplementary charting in format ion: 

Hold SK, 1 minute, left turns. 330°Iubnd. 
Runway 33, TDZ elevation, 1392'. 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 141° Outbnd, 321° Inbnd, 3300' within 10 miles of MSV NDB. 
m."a: ob#*- iso” i80' , -27 » < '—mki': woo'. 

Not*: TBS ultliueU-r setting. . ^ Mwnt Mis|m| . u , 



Cond. 


A 



B 



C 



D 



MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

1IAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

8-33 


. 2280 

IK 

888 

2280 

m 

888 

2280 

Hi 

888 

2280 

2 

888 



MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

• MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

c. 


. 2280 

1 H 

877 

2280 

1H 

877 

2280 

IK 

877 

2280 

2 

877 


Not authorized. 


T 2-cng. or less—Standard. 


T over 2-cng.—Standard. 


City Montloello; Btate, N.Y.; Airport name, Sullivan County International; Elev., 1403'; Facility. MSV; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 33, AnulL 1; EfT. data, 12 Feb. 

70; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 28 Aug. 60 
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Terminal routes 




MLssed approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP: 5 
LOM. 

miles after passing BN NDB/ 


BNA VORTAC . 

Jenny tnt .... 

Franklin Int. . 

Belleview Int .. 

Milton Int . - .. 

Statesville Int. . 

Ridge tup Int. 

Kingston Int . 


BN NDB/LOM.Direct_ 

BN NDB/LOM..Direct.. 

BN NDB/LOM.,.Direct. 

BN NDB/LOM.. Direct. 

BN NDB/LOM .Direct__ ... 

BN NDB/LOM. Direct.." 

BN NDB/LOM .Direct-.- . 

BN NDB/LOM.Direct_ ' * 


2500 

2500 

8800 

3000 

2500 

3000 

3000 

3000 


Climb to 3000' to intercept R 336* BNA 
VORTAC, thence to Ridgetop Int and 
hold. 

Supplementary charting information: 

Hold N W, 1 minute, right turns, 150* lulmd. 
IIIUL Ruuways 2L/20R. 

VA8I Runway 2011. 

Runway 2L, TDZ elevation, 507'. 


Procedure turn E side of ers, 106* Outbnd, 016° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles of BN NDB/LOM. 
FAF, BN NDB/LOM. Final approach ers, 016“. Distance FAF to MAP, 5 miles. 

Minimum altitude over BN NDB/LOM, 2100'. 

MSA: OOOMXKP—3100'; 000* 180*—2500'; IStf-SOO 0 —3100'. 

Note: ASR. Approved waiver on file. 

Caution: Brightly lighted building W of ALS Runway 2L. 

Day and Night Minimi ms 


Cond. 


_A_ BCD 

MDA VI8 HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VI8 HAT 


S-2L. 1000 RVR40 

MDA VIS 

C. 1040 1 

A.... Standard. 


403 

1000 

RVR 40 

403 

1000 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

nAA 

MDA 

443 

1060 

1 

463 

1060 


T 2-eng or less—RVR 24', Runway 2L; 
Standard all other runways. 


RVR 40 

403 

1000 

RVR 50 

403 

VIS 

1IAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

U* 

463 

1160 

2 

563 


T over 2-eng.—RV R 24', Runway 2L; 
Standard all other runways. 


City, Nashville; State, Tcun.; Airport name, Nashville Metropolitan; Elev., 697'; Facility, BN; Procedure No. NDB 

Sup. Arndt. No. 16; Dated, 24 Oct. 68 


(ADF) Runway 2L, Arndt. 17; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; 


6. By amending § 97.29 of Subpart C to amend instrument landing system <ILS) procedures as follows: 

Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—T ira ILS 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, exoept HAT, HAA. and RA Ceilings are in feet above eirnort nu„*»iAn 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which ore in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR ^ eumgs m re€t al>ov ® “ r P arl Nation. 

sfiSBESEKSSgSEsSSS^^ 



Terminal routes 


Missed approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum Map: ILS DH, 1155'; LOC 5.3 miles after 
altitudes passing TY LOM. 




(feet) 

Sweetwater Int. 


C8,V R 099° 

3000 Climb to 4000' direct to TYS VORTAC 
2500 and hold. 

4200 Supplementary charting information: 

3000 Hold NE, 1 minute, right turns, 23l Q Inbnd. 
3000 II1RL Runway 4L/22R. 

2500 Runway 4L, TDZ elevation, 96V. 

3000 

Brenda Int. 

Howard Int...; . 

Tallahassee Int. 

tys vn iiT a r 

m v T A%l 

TYS LOC.I 

Direct. 

™rec*—.. 

A AO > VJ IV 1 AU............ ...... 

Greenback Int. 

Swanson Int._. 

—. TY LOM. .. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct... 


Jr^cedure tura N side of ers, 225° Outbnd, 045° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles of TV LOM. 

F At, TY LOM. Final approach ers, 045°. Distance FAF to MAP, 5.3 miles. 

Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 2500'. (ilidc slope altitude at OM, 2485'; at MM. 1150'. 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 5.3 miles; at MM. 0.6 mile. 1 ' 

MSA: 000 -090—6100'; 0y0 o -180*-7600'; 180 < ‘-270°-7500 > ; 270‘*-360 8 —M00\ 

Notes: (1) ASR. (2) Localizer back ers unusable. 

Day and Nigut Minimcms 


Cond. 



DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

nAT 

Dn 

VIS 

HAT 

DII 

VIS 

HAT 

S~4L. 


RVR 24 

200 

1155 

RVR 24 

200 

1155 

RVR 24 

200 

1155 

RVR 24 

200 

LOC: 

MDA 

VIS 

IIAT 

MDA 

VIS 

nAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

nAT 

S*4L. 


RVR 24 

585 

1540 

RVR 24 

585 

1540 

RVR 24 

585 

1540 

RVR 50 

585 


MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

11AA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VI8 

HAA 

C. 


1 

551 

1 r J() 

i 


1540 

m 

551 

140 







1‘)1U 

i 

Sol 

2 

551 

A. 



O.n.vrv 

AO 1am_T>\ 

r t» ntt n ... 











« T" . xvunway tij, 

Standard all other runways. 


i over 2 -eng.— kv k 24', Runway 4L; 
Standard all other runways. 



CHy. Knoxville; State. Tcnn.; Airport name, McGhee Tyson; Kiev.. 98-/; FacUlt^l-TY|; Procedure No. ILS Runway <L, Arndt 27; Ed. date. 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. No. 26; 


No. 21-3 
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RULES AND 

REGULATIONS 




Standard Instrument Approach 

Procedure—Type ILS—Continued 



Terminal routes 



Missed approach 


From— To— 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP: ILS Dll, 797'; LOC 5 miles after 
passing BN NDB/LOM. 

BN A VORTAC. 

Jenuy Int- 

Franklin Int. 

HpIIpvIbu' Int 

. BN NDB/LOM. . 

. BN NDB/LOM.. 

.. BN NDB/LOM... 

BN NDB/LOM. .. .. 

. Direct. 

. Direct. 

. Direct... 

. Direct. 

. 2500 

. 2500 

. 2500 

.. 3000 

Climb to 3000' to Intercept R 336° BN A 
VORTAC, thence to Kidgctop Int and 
hold. 

Supplementary charting information: 

Hold NW, 1 minute, rigid turns, 156® inbnd. 
Ill RL Uumvays 2L/20R. 

Milton Int. 

SliilMvilln Int . _ 

. BN NDB/LOM. . 

. .. BN NDB/LOM. 

. Direct. 

. Direct. 

.. 2500 

. 3000 

Riilgetop Int .... 
Kingston Int. 

. BN NDB/LOM . 

..BN NDB/LOM. . 

. Direct. 

. Direct .... 

.. 3000 

. 3000 

VASI Runway 20R. 

Runway 2L, TDZ elevation, 597'. 


Procedure turn E side of ers, 106° Outlmd, 010° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles of BN NDB/LOM. 
FAF, BN NDB/LOM. Final approach ers, 016°. Distance FAF toMAP. 5 miles. 

Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 2100'. Glide slope altitude at OM, 2100'; at MM, 817'. 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 5 miles; at MM, 0.0 mile. 

MSA: 000°-OW°—3100'; (W0°-180°—2,vx/; 180°-300°—3100'. 

NOTE: ASR. Approved waiver on file. . , 

Caution: Brightly lighted building W of ALS Runway 2L; Localizer unusable below' 797'. 

Day and Night Minimum* 


Cond. 


A 



B 



C 



D 


DU 

VIS 

HAT 

DII 

VIS 

HAT 

DU 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

S-2L. 

. 797 

RVR 24 

200 

797 

RVR 24 

200 

797 

RVR 24 

200 

797 

RVR 24 

200 

LOC: 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

8-2L. 

. 960 

RVR 24 

363 

960 

RVR 24 

363 

960 

RVR 24 

363 

960 

RVR 40 

363 


MDA 

VI8 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

nAA 

C. 

. 1040 

1 

443 

1060 

1 

463 

1060 

IH 

463 

1160 

2 

563 


a . Standard. T 2-cng. or less— RVR 24', Runway 2L; T over 2-cng.— RV R 24', Runw ay 2L; 

Standard all other runw'ays. Standard all other runways. 


City. Nashville; State, Tcnn.; Airport name. Nashville Metropolitan; Kiev., 507'; Facility, I-BNA: Procedure No. IL8 Runway 2L, Arndt. 18; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 17; Dated, 24 Oct. 68 

7. By amending § 97.31 of Subpart C to amend precision approach radar (PAR) and airport surveillance radar (ASR> 

procedures as follows: _ _ 

Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—Type Radar 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet M8L, except HAT. HA A, and RA. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. 
Distances aro in nautical miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 

If a radar instrument approach Is conducted at the below named airport, it shall bo in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 
In accordance with a different procedure authorized for such airport by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum ultitudo(s) shall correspond with those established for on 
route operation in tho particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be established with the radar controller. From initial contact with radar to final author¬ 
ized landing minlmums, the instructions of the radar controller aro mandatory except when (A) visual contact is established on final approach at or before descent to tho author¬ 
ized landing minlmums, or (B) at Pilot's discretion if it appears desirable to discontinue tho approach. Except wheu the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final 
approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication on final approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for 
more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (B) directed by radar controller; (C) visual contact is uot established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums; or 
(D) If landing is not accomplished. 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes (sectors and distances measured from radar antenna) 
From— To— Distance Attitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude 


Notes 


As established by Denver ASR minimum altitude vectoring charts. 


1. Aircraft on radar vector to Arapahoe County 
Airport, in a sector from 240° (CW) to 130° from 
Arapahoe County Airport, may descend to M1)A 
after passing 4-mile Radar Fix (FAF) to Arapahoe 
(Bounty A hport. 

2. Runway 34, FAF 4 miles from threshold. Mini¬ 
mum altitudes: 8-milo Radar Fix, 8000'; 6-mlle 
Radar Fix, 7500'; 4-mile Radar Fix (FAF), 7100'; 
2-inlle Radar Fix. GflOO'; descend aircraft to M DA 
after 2-miie Radar Fix FAC 344°. 

3. Lost communications: Climb to 9000' direct to 
IOC VOR and hold monitor VO R voice.S 

Supplementary charting information: 

$11 old SE, 1 minute, right turns, 342° Inbnd. 

•Hold S. 1 minute, right turns, 341° Inbnd. 

Runway 34, TDZ elevatiou, 5860'. 


Missed approach: Circling sector 240° (CW) to 130°; over Arapahoe County Airport, climb to 9000' heading 100° to Intercept the Denver VOR R 161°, direct to Franktown 
Int and bold.* Runway 34—Climbing right turn to 0000' heading 100° to intercept the Denver VOR R 161°, direct to Franktown Int and hold.* 

Note: Use Denver altimeter setting when control zone not effective. 

# Circling and straight-in MDA Increased 40' and alternate mlniniums not authorized when control zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting 
service. 

Day and Night Mlntmums 


A B C D 


MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT 

3-34#....... 6300 1 440 0300 1 440 6300 1 440 6300 1 440 

MDA VIS HAA MDA VI8 HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS IIAA 

C#._. 6300 I 440 6320 1 400 6320 460 6460 * 2 660 

A .....-_.. Standard.# T 2-eng. or less —Standard. T over 2-eng. — Standard. 


City, Oreenwood Village; State, Colo.: Airport name, Arapahoe County; Kiev., 5860'; Facility, Denver Approach Control; Procedure No. Radar-1, Arndt. 1; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 

70; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 8 Jan. 70 
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Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes (sectors and distances measured from radar antenna) 
From— To— Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude 


Notes 


As established by Knoxville, Tenn., A9R minimum altitude vectoring charts. Descend aircraft after passing FAF. 

All bearings and distances are from radar site on McGhee Tyson Airport with sectors axlinuths progressing clockwise. L Runway 4L, FAF-^5 miles from threshold. Mini¬ 

mum altitude over 3*mlle fix, 1800'. TDZ elevation 
955'. 

2. Runway 22R, FAF—4 miles from threshold. TDZ 
elevation, 981'. 

HIRL Runways 4L/22R. 

Inoperative component table does not apply to 
HIRL Runway 22R. 


Missed approach: 

Runway 4L—Climb to 4000' direct to TYS VORTAC and hold, nold NE, 1 minute, right turns, 23i° Inbnd. 

Runway 22R—Climb to 3000' direct to T Y LOM and hold. Hold SW, 1 minute, right turns, 045° Inbnd. 





Day and Night Minimums 





ABC 



D 


MDA VIS HAT MDA V18 HAT MDA VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VI8 

HAT 


8-4L-- 1360 RVR 24 405 1360 RVR 24 405 1360 RVR 24 405 1360 RVR 50 405 

8-22B__- 1460 1 479 1460 1 479 1460 1 479 1460 1 479 

MDA VIS HAA MDA VI8 IJAA MDA VIS ILAA MDA VIS TTAA, 

O_ 1520 1 531 1520 1 531 1520 ltf 531 1540 2 551 

A_Standard. T 2-eng. or less—RVR 24', Runway 4L; Standard all other T over 2-eng.—RVR 24, Runway 4L; Standard all other 

runways. runways. 


City, Knoxville; State, Tenn.; Airport name, McObeo Tyson; Elev., 989'; Facility, Knoxville Radar; Procedure No. Radar-1, Arndt. 13; Eff. date, 12 Feb. 70; Sup. Arndt. Na 

12; Dated, 28 Aug. 69 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), and 601 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348(c), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on January 8,1970. 

R. S. Sliff, 

Acting Director, Flight Standards Service. 

[Fit. Doc. 70-633; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 8:45 a.mj 


Title 17—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 

Chapter II—Securities and Exchange 
Commission 

[Release 33-5036] 

PART 231—INTERPRETATIVE RE¬ 
LEASES RELATING TO SECURITIES 
ACT OF 1933 AND GENERAL RULES 
AND REGULATIONS THEREUNDER 

Definitive Guide for Preparation of 
Prospectuses Relating to Interests in 
Oil and Gas Programs 

On August 27, 1969, the Securities and 
Exchange Commission published, in 
Securities Act Release No. 5001 (34 F.R. 
14125), a proposed guide concerning the 
preparation of prospectuses relating to 
public offerings of interests in oil and 
gas programs and invited interested per¬ 
sons to comment thereon. The letters re¬ 
ceived have been carefully considered in 
the preparation of the definitive guide. 


The guide represents the views of the 
staff of the Commission's Division of Cor¬ 
poration Finance and the Commission 
has authorized its publication in order to 
bring these views to the attention of 
prospective registrants. The guide is de¬ 
signed to accomplish, to the extent feasi¬ 
ble, uniformity in both the sequence of 
the disclosures and their general content. 
Thus it should serve to assist issuers in 
preparing registration statements on 
Form S-l (17 CFR 239.11), as well as 
offering circulars under Regulation A, in¬ 
volving oil and gas drilling programs and 
facilitate the understanding and analysis 
of such programs by investors and enable 
them more readily to compare one offer¬ 
ing with another. 

The guide is published as Guide No. 55 
in the series of registration guides pub¬ 
lished December 9, 1968, in Securities 
Act Release No. 4936 (33 F.R. 18617); and 
supersedes the aforementioned Securities 
Act Release No. 5001 (34 F.R. 14125). The 
text of the guide follows. 

55. Prospectuses Relating to Interests in 
Oil and Gas Programs. Disclosures In prospec¬ 
tuses relating to oil and gas drilling programs 


should appear in the sequence Indicated 
below, except that the table of contents, re¬ 
quired by 5 230.461 of this chapter to be 
included in the forepart of the prospectus 
may be inserted at any appropriate place in 
the sequence of disclosures. 

The following disclosures should be In¬ 
cluded under appropriate captions: 

1. Summary of program. There should be 
set forth briefly on the cover page of the 
prospectus a summary which should include 
the following: (1) Terms of Offering: State 
the title and general nature of the securities 
(interests in the proposed program) being 
offered; the maximum aggregate amount of 
the offering; the minimum aggregate amount 
necessary to initiate the program: the dis¬ 
position of the funds raised if they are not 
sufficient for that purpose; the minimum 
subscription price: the period of the offering; 
any provisions for additional assessments: 
and a brief description of the proposed 
method of distribution, including the 
amount of any commission to be paid. If 
funds received from investors are not to be 
held in trust or in special account pending 
expenditure in the program, appropriate dis¬ 
closures should be set forth Including when 
appropriate reference to exposure to claims 
of creditors of the custodian of the funds. 
The tabular presentation specified In Item 
1 of Form S-l may be omitted; (2) Com¬ 
pensation: Describe generally all cash or 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


property Interests that will be paid as com¬ 
pensation in connection with the program, 
including underwriting commission; (3) 
Participation in Costs and Revenues: Show 
the percentages of expenditures to be borne, 
respectively, by the investors and by other 
parties, who should be briefly identifled. and 
the percentages of revenues to be payable, 
respectively, to Investors and to other par¬ 
ties. who should be briefly identified; and 
(4) Application of Proceeds: Indicate the 
minimum dollar amount of net proceeds 
(excluding additional assessments) that will 
be available to finance the program and the 
proposed estimated percentages thereof to be 
used for financing the principal activities 
of the program, such as acreage acquisition, 
drilling of exploratory wells, drilling of de¬ 
velopment wells and purchase of producing 
properties. 

2. The risk factors. The Investor should 
be advised in a carefully organized series of 
short, concise paragraphs, under subcaptions 
where appropriate, of the risks he should 
consider before making an investment in 
the program and should Include cross-refer¬ 
ence to where in the prospectus further in¬ 
formation may be found. 

3. Definitions. Include an appropriate 
glossary of terms used in the prospectus 
which should not be Inconsistent with their 
customary usage in the oil and gas industry. 

4. Terms of the offering. Describe the in¬ 
terests and the amount and terms of offer¬ 
ing. 

5. Additional assessments. Describe those 
assessments which may be later required 
from investors either for completion of wells 
or for the drilling of additional wells and 
where available, historical information re¬ 
lating to past programs, of the registrant 
or its associates, should be shown, in tabu¬ 
lar form, Indicating for each program, the 
aggregate amount (excluding assessments) 
paid by investors, the aggregate amount of 
additional assessments separately required 
for (a) the completion of wells and (b) the 
drilling of additional wells. 

6. Plan of distribution. Describe how the 
interests being offered are to be sold, as 
well as arrangements for compensation. 

7. Proposed activities. Describe the pro¬ 
posed activities of the program in which the 
Interests are being offered. 

8. Application of proceeds . Include an 
appropriate percentage estimate of the pro¬ 
ceeds to be applied to the different purposes 
within each of the principal activities of the 
program, such as acreage acquisition, drilling 
of exploratory w'ells. drilling of development 
wells, and the purchase of producing prop¬ 
erties. Where possible, the information 
should be set forth in tabular form. 

9. Participation in costs and revenues. De¬ 
scribe the arrangements and understandings 
with respect to the provision of funds for 
expenditures in connection with the pro¬ 
gram and with respect to participation in 
revenues from any production of minerals 
which may be realized. Where possible, the 
information should be set forth in tabular 
form. 

10. Compensation. Describe, whether in 
the form of cash or property interests, the 
compensation for underwriting, managerial, 
and operational services to be rendered in 
connection with the program, as well as the 
sources from which such compensation will 
be paid. Where possible, the Information 
should be set forth in tabular form. 

11. Management. Include the disclosures 
required by Items 16 through 20 of Form 
S-l as to. respectively, the management and 
operating companies. 

12. Conflict of interests. Describe all con¬ 
flicts of Interest which may arise in the 
operations of the program Involving par¬ 
ties engaged in the management and opera¬ 
tion of the program. 


13. Prior activities. Describe in tabular 
form the results of programs during at least 
the past 10 years of the registrant or its asso¬ 
ciates, Indicating in appropriate detail for 
each of the programs (1) the drilling results 
thereof, and (2) for. respectively, (a) the 
public investors and (b) others, the total 
investment in each of such programs and 
the recovery on investment to date and for 
the last 3 months of the period covered, to¬ 
gether with any other information as may 
be appropriate. 

14. Tax aspects. Discuss the tax con¬ 
sequences of oil and gas exploration, drilling 
and production, as well as Federal tax 
legislation which has been proposed. This 
may include, in tabular form, only historical 
information relating to past programs of the 
registrant or its associates, showing expenses 
deductible and income taxable. 

15. Other captions should then follow, such 
as Competition, Limited Partnership Agree¬ 
ment, Agent Agreement, Exploration Agree¬ 
ment, and Operating Agreement, under 
which other required information is set 
forth. 

By the Commission, January 19, 1970. 

(seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

| F.R. Doc. 70-1195; Filed. Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:47 a.m.J 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 

part 141 c—CHLORTETRACYCLINE 
(OR TETRACYCLINE) AND CHLOR¬ 
TETRACYCLINE- (OR TETRACY¬ 
CLINE-) CONTAINING DRUGS; TESTS 
AND METHODS OF ASSAY 

PART 146c—CERTIFICATION OF 
CHLORTETRACYCLINE (OR TETRA¬ 
CYCLINE) AND CHLORTETRACY¬ 
CLINE- (OR TETRACYCLINE-) CON¬ 
TAINING DRUGS 

Tetracycline With Oleandomycin or 
Triacetyloleandomycin; Order Re¬ 
pealing Provision for Certification 

In the Federal Register of April 2. 
1969 (34 F.R. 6008). the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs announced the con¬ 
clusions of the Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration following evaluation of reports 
received from the National Academy of 
Sciences—National Research Council, 
Drug Efficacy Study Group, on the fol¬ 
lowing preparations marketed by Chas. 
Pfizer & Co. (International) or by J. B. 
Roerig & Co., Division of Chas. Pfizer & 
Co.. Inc., 235 East 42d Street, New r York. 
N.Y. 10017: 

1. Signemycin Syrup containing tetra¬ 
cycline and triacetyloleandomycin. 

2. Sigmamycin Syrup containing tet¬ 
racycline and triacetyloleandomycin. 

3. Signemycin Pediatric Drops con¬ 
taining tetracycline and triacetylolean¬ 
domycin. 

4. Sigmamycin Pediatric Drops con¬ 
taining tetracycline and triacetylolean¬ 
domycin. 


5. Signemycin Capsules containing 
tetracycline hydrochloride and triacetyl¬ 
oleandomycin. 

6. Sigmamycin Capsules containing 
tetracycline and oleandomycin phos¬ 
phate. 

The Academy evaluated these drugs as 
ineffective as fixed-combinations for all 
specific indications appearing in their 
labeling. The Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration concurred and concluded that 
substantial evidence is lacking that the 
clinical efficacy of the combination is 
greater than that of either ingredient 
used alone. 

On the basis of the lack of substantial 
evidence that each ingredient in the 
combination drugs listed above contrib¬ 
utes to the total effects which the drugs 
are purported or represented to have un¬ 
der the conditions of use prescribed, rec¬ 
ommended, or suggested in their labeling, 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs an¬ 
nounced his Intention to initiate proceed¬ 
ings to amend the antibiotic drug regula¬ 
tions (21 CFR Part 141c et al.) to discon¬ 
tinue certification of those products 
that contain the above-listed antibiotic 
combinations. 

All interested persons who might be 
adversely affected by removal of such 
drugs from the market were invited to 
submit within 30 days after publication 
of the notice in the Federal Register any 
pertinent data bearing on the proposal 
to amend the antibiotic regulations to 
delete such combination drugs from the 
list of drugs acceptable for certification. 
Chas. Pfizer & Co. submitted a response 
to the announcement which has been re¬ 
viewed and found to contain no new* 
clinical data. The material submitted 
does not provide substantial evidence of 
the effectiveness of such combination 
drugs. 

The conditions for certification of the 
above-listed products are described in 
§§ 141c. 231, 141C.240. 146C.231, and 146c.- 
240. In addition, §§ 141C.216, 141C.233, 
141c.235, 141c.243, 141c. 245, 146C.216, 
146c.233, 146C.235, 146C.243, and 146C.245 
provide for certification of other drugs 
containing tetracycline in combination 
with oleandomycin or triacetyloleando¬ 
mycin (Chas. Pfizer & Co.). These drugs 
were not evaluated by the Academy: 
however, the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion. having - reviewed available informa¬ 
tion, concludes that substantial evidence 
is lacking that each ingredient of the 
fixed-combinations contributes to the 
total effects which such drugs purport 
or are represented to have. 

Accordingly, the Commissioner con¬ 
cludes (1) that the regulations for the 
certification of antibiotic drugs should 
be amended as follows to delete such 
antibiotic combinations from the list of 
drugs acceptable for certification and 
(2) that all outstanding certificates 
heretofore issued for such combination 
drugs should be revoked. 

• Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 502, 507, 52 Stat. 1050-51. as 
amended. 59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 
U.S.C. 352, 357) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
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2.120), Parts 141c and 146c are amended 
by repealing §§ 141C.216. 141C.233, 141c.- 
235, 141c.240, 141c.243, 141C.245, 146C.216, 
146c.231, 146C.233, 146C.235. 146C.240, 

146c.243, and 146C.245, and all antibiotic 
certificates issued under these sections 
are revoked. 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by removal of any such drugs 
from the market may file objections to 
this order, within 30 days after its publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register, stating 
reasonable grounds and requesting a 
hearing on such objections. A statement 
of reasonable grounds for a hearing shall 
identify the claimed errors in the NAS- 
NRC evaluation and the Administra¬ 
tion’s conclusions as to lack of “substan¬ 
tial evidence” of the effectiveness of the 
combination drugs, and shall identify 
and provide a well-organized and full 
factual analysis of any adequate and 
well-controlled investigations the objec¬ 
tor is prepared to prove in support of the 
objections as a basis on which it could 
reasonably be concluded that the combi¬ 
nation drugs would have the effectiveness 
claimed for their intended uses <34 F.R. 
14596-98). Objections should be filed 
(preferably in quintuplicate) with the 
Hearing Clerk, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, Room 5440, 330 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20201, and may be accompanied by 
a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. 

If objections accompanied by reason¬ 
able grounds are received the Com¬ 
missioner will promptly announce a 
hearing which will be held under the 
provisions of section 507(f) of the act. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective 40 days after its date of publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register unless 
stayed by the Commissioner upon the 
filing of legally adequate objections. In 
ruling upon any objections filed, the 
Commissioner will specify how the out¬ 
standing stocks of the affected drugs are 
to be handled. 

(Secs. 502, 507, 52 Stat. 1050-51, as amended, 
59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 352, 357) 

Dated: January 12, 1970. 

Charles C. Edwards, 

Acting Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

(P.R. Doc. 70-1167; Filed, Jail. 29. 1970; 

8:45 a.m.J 


Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), § 146.8 is 
amended by alphabetically inserting a 
new item as follows in the list in para¬ 
graph (b) (1) to specify the fee for quan¬ 
titative infrared determinations on 
batches of certifiable antibiotic drugs: 

§ 146.8 Fees. 

* • * * • 

(b) • • * 

( 1 ) • ♦ • 

Charge¬ 

able 


• • • • • • 

Infrared quantitative_$34 


The new fee established by this order 
is necessary to provide, equip, and main¬ 
tain an adequate antibiotic drug certifi¬ 
cation service; therefore, notice and pub¬ 
lic procedure and delayed effective date 
are not prerequisities to this promulga¬ 
tion. 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

(See. 507, 59 Stat. 463. as amended; 21 U.S.C. 
357) 

Dated: January 21, 1970. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

(FJEt. Doc. 70-1168; Filed. Jan. 29. 1970; 
8:45 a.m.J 


Title 24—HOUSING AND HOUSING CREDIT 

Chapter VII—Federal Insurance Administration, Department of Housing and 

Urban Development 


SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 
List of Designated Areas 

Section 1914.3 is amended by adding in alphabetical sequence a new entry to 
the table, which new entry reads as follows: 


§ 1914.3 List of dcaignatcd arena. 


• 

• 

• 

• * 

• 

* 

State 

County 

Location Map No. 

State map repository 

Local map repository 

Effective 
date of author¬ 
ization of sole 
of flood Insur¬ 
ance for area 

• • • 

West 

Virginia. 

• • • 

Mingo. 

• • • • • • 

Matewan.... I 64 069 
1700 01. 

• • • 

Division of Wat4*r 
Resources, Depart¬ 
ment of Naturul 
Resources, State 
Office Building 3, 
Charleston, W. Va. 
25805. 

Insurance Coni mis- 

• • • 

Town of Matewan, 
Town Hall, Tug 

8 t., Mntowan, W. 

Va. 25678. 

• • • 

Feb. 3. 1970. 

Do. 




slon. 8tate of West 
Virginia, 1800 
Washington St., 

East, Charleston, 

W. Va. 25305. 



(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968, 42 U.8.C. 4001-4127), effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 F.R. 17804, Nov. 28. 1968); 
Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 F R 2680 Feb 27 
1969) 


Issued: January 30,1970. 


George K. Bernstein, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 
I F.R. Doc. 70-1173; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 8:45 a.m.J 


PART 146—ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS; PRO¬ 
CEDURAL AND INTERPRETATIVE 
REGULATIONS 


Fees 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal, 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 507, 
59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 357) 
and under authority delegated to the 


PART 1915—IDENTIFICATION OF FLOOD-PRONE AREAS 
List of Flood Hazard Areas 

Section 1915.3 is amended by adding in alphabetical sequence a new entry to the 
table, which entry reads as follows: 

§ 1915.3 Li*t of flood hazard areas. 
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Effective date 
of identification 


Stuto 

County 

Location 

Map No. 

State map repository 

Local map repository 

of areas which 
have special 
flood hasards 

• • • 

• • • 

• • • 

• * 9 

• • • 

• • • 

• • ♦ 

West 

Virginia. 

Mingo.... 

. Matcwan... 

. 1154 059 
1700 0L 

Division of Water 
Resources, Depart¬ 
ment of Natural 
Resources, State 
Office Building 3, 
Charleston, W. Va. 
26805. 

Insurance Commis¬ 
sion, State of W’est 
Virginia, WOO 

W ashington St., 
Kast. Charleston, 

W. Va. 25305. 

Town of Matcwan, 
Town Hall, Tug 

St.. Matewan, 

W. Va. 25G7X. 

Feb. 3, 1970. 

Do. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title xm of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968. 42 U.S.C. 4001-4127), effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 F.R. 17804, Nov. 28, 1968); 
Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator. 34 F.R. 2680, Feb. 27, 
1969) 


Issued: January 30,1970. 


George K. Bernstein, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


(F.R. Doc. 70-1174; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 8:45 a.m.J 


Title 32-NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter I—Office of the Secretary 
of Defense 

SUBCHAPTER B—PERSONNEL, MILITARY AND 
CIVILIAN 

PART 53—WEARING OF THE 
UNIFORM 

The Deputy Secretary of Defense ap¬ 
proved the following revision to Part 53 
on August 11, 1969: 

Sec. 

53.1 Purpose. 

53.2 Policy. 

Authority : The provisions of this Part 53 
issued under 5 U.S.C. 301, 10 U.S.C. 772. 

§ 53.1 Purpose. 

This part prescribes limitations on 
wearing of the uniform by members of 
the Armed Forces, and establishes policy 
with respect to wearing of the uniform 
by former members of the Armed Forces. 

§ 53.2 Policy. 

(a) Members of the Armed Forces 
(including retired members and members 
of reserve components). The wearing of 
the uniform is prohibited under any of 
the following circumstances: 

(1) At any meeting or demonstration 
which is a function of, or sponsored by 
an organization, association, movement, 
group, or combination of persons which 
the Attorney General of the United 
States has designated, pursuant to E.O. 
10450 as amended, as totalitarian, 
fascist, communist, or subversive, or as 
having adopted a policy of advocating or 
approving the commission of acts of 
force or violence to deny others their 
rights under The Constitution of the 
United States, or as seeking to alter the 
form of Government of the United States 
by unconstitutional means. 

(2) During or in connection with the 
furtherance of political activities, pri¬ 
vate employment or commercial inter¬ 
ests, when an inference of official spon¬ 


sorship for the activity or interest could 
be drawn. 

(3) Except when authorized by com¬ 
petent Service authority, when partici¬ 
pating in activities such as public 
speeches, interviews, picket lines, 
marches, rallies or any public demon¬ 
strations (including those pertaining to 
civil rights), which may imply Service 
sanction of the cause for which the 
demonstration or activity is conducted. 

(4) When wrearing of t ^he uniform 
would tend to bring discredit upon the 
Armed Forces. 

(5) When specifically prohibited by 
regulations of the department concerned. 

(b) Former members of the Armed 
Forces. (1) Unless qualified under an¬ 
other provision of this Part or under the 
provisions of 10 U.S.C. 772, former mem¬ 
bers who served honorably during a de¬ 
clared or undeclared war and whose most 
recent service was terminated under 
honorable conditions may wear the uni¬ 
form in the highest grade held during 
such war service only upon the following 
occasions and in the course of travel 
incidents thereto: 

(1) Military funerals, memorial serv¬ 
ices, weddings, and inaugurals. 

(ii) Parades on national or state holi¬ 
days; or other parades or ceremonies of 
a patriotic character in which any active 
or reserve U.S. military unit is taking 
part. 

(2) Wealing of the uniform or any 
part thereof at any other time or for any 
other purpose is prohibited. 

(c) Medal of Honor holders. Persons 
who have been awarded the Medal of 
Honor may wear the uniform at their 
pleasure except under the circumstances 
set forth in paragraph (a) of this 
section. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director. Correspondence and 
Directives Division , OASD 
(Administration ). 

January 22. 1970. 

(F.R. Doc. 70-1165; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:45 a.m.| 


Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

Chapter 1—Federal Procurement 
Regulations 

PART 1-2—PROCUREMENT BY 
FORMAL ADVERTISING 

Subpart 1—2.4—Opening of Bids and 
Award of Contract 

Protests or Objections Regarding 
Award of Contract 

This amendment establishes new pro¬ 
cedures to facilitate and expedite de¬ 
cisions relative to protests against aw r ards 
of Government procurement contracts. 

Section 1-2.407-8 is revised as follows: 

§ 1—2.407—8 Protests against award. 

(a) General. Contracting officers shall 
consider all protests or objections regard¬ 
ing the award of a contract, whether sub¬ 
mitted before or after award. If the pro¬ 
test is oral and the matter cannot other¬ 
wise be resolved, written confirmation of 
the protest shall be requested. The pro¬ 
tester shall be notified in writing of the 
final decision on the written protest (see 
§ 1-1.703-2 for protests regarding small 
business status). An interested party 
wishing to protest to the Comptroller 
General of the United States against an 
award of a contract should do so in ac¬ 
cordance with General Accounting Office 
Regulations (4 CFR Part 20). 

(2) Where a protest, before or after 
aw r ard, has been lodged with the General 
Accounting Office (GAO) and the con¬ 
tracting agency is requested to submit a 
report, such report should include: 

(i) A copy of the protest; 

(ii) A copy of the bid submitted by 
the protesting bidder and a copy of the 
bid of the bidder who is being consid¬ 
ered for award, or whose bid is being 
protested; 

(iii) A copy of the invitation for bids, 
including the specifications or portions 
thereof, relevant to the protest; 

(iv) A copy of the abstract of bids or 
relevant portions thereof; 

(v) Any other documents w r hich are 
relevant to the protest: and 

(vi) A statement setting forth find¬ 
ings, actions, and recommendations in 
the matter together with any additional 
evidence or information deemed neces¬ 
sary in determining the validity of the 
protest. The statement shall be fully re¬ 
sponsive to the allegations of the protest. 
If the award w'as made after receipt of 
the protest, the report will include the 
determination required in § 1-2.407-8 
(b)(4). 

(3) In appropriate cases, other per¬ 
sons, including bidders, involved in or 
affected by the protest shall be given 
notice of the protest and the basis there¬ 
for. They shall also be advised that, if 
they wish, they may submit their views 
and relevant information on the protest 
to the contracting officer within a speci¬ 
fied period of time, normally within 1 
week. In addition, if the protest has been 
lodged with GAO, they should be further 
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advised that copies of such submissions 
should be furnished directly to GAO. 

(4) Timely action on protests is essen¬ 
tial to avoid undue delay in procure¬ 
ments and to insure fair treatment to 
protesting firms and individuals. Accord¬ 
ingly, protests should be handled on a 
priority basis. Upon receipt of informal 
advice that a protest has been lodged 
with GAO, the contracting agency shall 
immediately begin compiling the infor¬ 
mation necessary for a report to GAO. 
This will insure that a report in response 
to a formal request therefor will be for¬ 
warded to GAO as expeditiously as pos¬ 
sible. To further expedite processing, the 
official who furnishes the agency’s report 
to GAO should, upon request of the pro¬ 
tester or GAO, simultaneously furnish a 
complete copy (except for classified or 
privileged information) to the protester 
and advise GAO that this has been done. 
In such instances, the protester shall be 
requested to furnish a copy of any com¬ 
ments on the administrative report 
directly to GAO as well as to the con¬ 
tracting agency. 

(5) To facilitate the submission of re¬ 
ports to GAO, agencies shall furnish 
GAO with the name, title, and telephone 
number of one or more officials (in both 
field and headquarters offices, if desired) 
which GAO may contact regarding pro¬ 
tests. Each agency shall be responsible 
for promptly advising GAO of any 
change in such designated officials. As 
a further means of expediting these sub¬ 
missions, agencies may provide for re¬ 
ports to be forwarded directly to GAO 
by the office handling the contract with¬ 
out reference to the headquarters office 
of the agency. 

(b) Protests before award. (1) If award 
has not been made, the contracting of¬ 
ficer may require that written confirma¬ 
tion of an oral protest be submitted by a 
specified time and inform the protester 
that award will be withheld until the 
specified time. If the written protest is 
not received by the time specified, the 
oral protest may be disregarded and 
award may be made in the normal man¬ 
ner unless the contracting officer, upon 
investigation, finds that remedial action 
is required, in which event such action 
shall be taken. 

(2) Pursuant to § l-2.407-8(a) (3), 
notice of a protest and the basis therefor 
may be given to bidders involved in or 
affected thereby. In addition, when a 
protest against the making of an award 
is received and the contracting officer 
determines to withhold the award pend¬ 
ing disposition of the protest, the bidders 
whose bids might become eligible for 
award should be requested, before ex¬ 
piration of the time for acceptance of 
their bids, to extend the time for accept¬ 
ance (with consent of sureties, if any) to 
avoid the need for readvertisement. In 
the event of failure to obtain such exten¬ 
sion of bids, consideration should be 
given to proceeding with award under 
§ l-2.407-8(b) (4). 

(3) Where a protest has been lodged 
with the procuring agency, the views of 
GAO regarding the protest should be ob¬ 
tained before award whenever such ac- 
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tion is considered to be desirable. Where 
it is known that a protest against the 
making of an award has been lodged 
directly with GAO, a determination to 
make award under § 1-2.407-8 (b) (4) 
must be approved at an appropriate level 
above that of the contracting officer, in 
accordance with agency procedures. 
While award need not be withheld pend¬ 
ing final disposition by GAO of a protest, 
a notice of intent to make award in such 
circumstances shall be furnished GAO, 
and formal or informal advice should 
be obtained concerning the current status 
of the case prior to making the award. 

(4) Where a written protest against 
the making of an award is received, 
award shall not be made until the matter 
is resolved, unless the contracting officer 
determines that: 

(i) The items to be procured are ur¬ 
gently required; or 

(ii) Delivery or performance will be 
unduly delayed by failure to make award 
promptly; or 

(iii) A prompt award will otherwise be 
advantageous to the Government. 

If award is made under subdivision (i), 
(ii), or (iii), of this subparagraph, the 
contracting officer shall document the 
file to explain the need for an immediate 
award, and shall give written notice of 
the decision to proceed with the award 
to the protester and, as appropriate, to 
others concerned. 

(c) Protests after award . A protest re¬ 
ceived after award shall be handled in 
accordance with agency procedures. 
However, although persons involved in or 
affected by the filing of a protest may 
be limited in instances where an award 
has been made, the contractor shall in 
any event be furnished with the notice 
of protest and the basis therefor in ac¬ 
cordance with § l-2.407-8(a) (3). Also, 
when it appears likely that an award 
may be invalidated and a delay in re¬ 
ceiving the supplies or services is not 
prejudicial to the Government’s interest, 
the contracting officer should consider a 
mutual agreement with the contractor to 
suspend performance on a no-cost basis. 

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c)) 

Effective date. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive March 2, 1970, but may be observed 
earlier. 

Dated: January 23, 1970. 

Robert L. Kunzig, 

Administrator of General Services. 

[PR. Doc. 70-1190; Piled, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:47 ajn.[ 


Chapter 6—Department of State 

[Dept. Reg. 108.614[ 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
CHAPTER 

Chapter 6 is amended as follows: 

PART 6-2—PROCUREMENT BY 
FORMAL ADVERTISING 

1. In § 6-2.406 paragraph (a) is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 6—2.406 Mistakes in bids. 

(a) The Assistant Secretary for Ad¬ 
ministration is authorized to make the 
determinations under PPR 1-2.406-3 
and 1-2.406-4 which shall be approved by 
the Legal Advisor’s Office. 

• ♦ • * * 


PART 6-3—PROCUREMENT BY 
NEGOTIATION 

2. In § 6-3.302 paragraph (a) is 
amended by adding new subparagraph 
(4) to read as follows: 

§ 6—3.302 Determination* and finding* 
required. 

(a) • • • 

(4) Omission of the Examination of 
Records Clause from negotiated con¬ 
tracts with foreign contractors and for¬ 
eign subcontractors under Subpart 
1-6.10 of this title. 


part 6-6—FOREIGN PURCHASES 

3. Part 6-6, of Chapter 6 is amended 
by adding a new subpart. 6-6.10 Omis¬ 
sion of the Examination of Records 
Clause from Contracts with Foreign 
Contractors, reading as follows: 

Subpart 6-6.10—Omission of the Ex¬ 
amination of Records Clause From 
Contracts With Foreign Contractors 

Sec. 

6-6.1000 Scope. 

6-6.1003 Requests for determinations and 
findings. 

6-6.1004 Determinations and findings. 
6-6.1050 Comptroller General concurrence. 
6-6.1051 Reports to Congress. 

6-6.1053 Notice to posts. 

Authority : The provisions of this Subpart 
6-6.10 are issued under sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 
390, as amended, 40 U.S.C. 486(c), sec. 4, 63 
Stat. 111,22 U.S.C. 2658. 

§ 6—6.1000 .Scope. 

The Examination of Records clause, 
referred to in § 6-7.101-10 and set forth 
in § 1-7.101-10, shall be omitted from 
contracts only in accordance with the 
provisions set forth in this subpart and 
Subpart 1-6.10 of this title. 

§ 6—6.1003 Request* for determinations 
and findings. 

(a) A request by a post for a deter¬ 
minations and findings to omit the 
Examination of Records clause may be 
communicated to the Department by any 
method the post considers necessary in 
view of the urgency of the procurement. 
It should be addressed to the Supply and 
Transportation Division. 

(b) The facts to be reported with a 
request shall include the information set 
forth in § 1-6.1004 (a) through (d) and 
a recommendation for a determination 
as provided for in § 1-6.1004(e). 

§ 6—6.1004 Determination* and finding*. 

The Supply and Transportation Divi¬ 
sion shall prepare and submit determina- 
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tions and findings for signature in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of § 6-3.302. 

§ 6—6.1030 Comptroller General eonenr- 
rence. 

The Supply and Transportation Divi¬ 
sion shall prepare documents for the sig¬ 
nature of the Deputy Under Secretary for 
Administration to solicit the concurrence 
of the Comptroller General for deter¬ 
minations and findings prepared and 
executed on a “best interest” basis, in 
accordance with § 1-6.1001 (a) (1). 

§ 6-6.1031 Reports to Congress. 

Determinations and findings prepared 
and executed on a “public interest” basis, 


as provided for in § 1-6.1001 (a) (2), shall 
be forwarded by the Supply and Trans¬ 
portation Division to the Office of Con¬ 
gressional Relations for submission to 
Congress. 

§ 6-6.1033 Notice to posts. 

The Supply and Transportation Divi¬ 
sion upon receipt of any necessary con¬ 
currence of the Comptroller General, 
shall inform the requesting post by ap¬ 
propriate means of the approval or dis¬ 
approval of clause omission and forward 
determinations and findings to the post 
for Inclusion in the contract file. 


PART 6-60—CONTRACT APPEAL 
REGULATIONS 

4. In Part 6-60 generally, references 
to the Deputy Under Secretary of State 
for Administration are deleted, substi¬ 
tuting therefor the title of Assistant 
Secretary for Administration. 

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390, as amended, 40 
U.S.C. 486(c); sec. 4, 63 Stat. Ill, 22 U.S.C. 
2658) 

Dated: January 20,1970. 

Prank G. Meyer, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration . 

[FJt. Doc. 70-1200; Piled. Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:47 ajn.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Mines 
[ 30 CFR Part 58 ] 

HEALTH AND SAFETY REGULATIONS 

Notification of Accidents, Injuries, and 
Other Events 

On page 539 of the January 15, 1970, 
issue of the Federal Register there was 
published proposed new Part 58 to be 
added to Title 30 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. It is proposed to promulgate 
Part 58 under authority of the Federal 
Metal and Nonmetallic Mine Safety Act 
so as to require that the operator of any 
mine subject to the Act wherein certain 
specified types of accidents, injuries, and 
other events have occurred shall 
promptly notify the Bureau of Mines of 
such occurrence. 

A period of 14 days from publication in 
the Federal Register was afforded in¬ 
terested persons to submit written com¬ 
ments, suggestions, or objections with 
respect to proposed Part 58. Requests 
have been received for an extension of 
the time within which to comment on 
proposed new Part. 58. Accordingly, the 
time within which to submit comments 
is extended for an additional 30 days 
from the time of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. Com¬ 
munications in that regard should be 
addressed to: 

Director, Bureau of Mines, U.S. Department 

of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 

Walter J. Hickel, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

January 28, 1970. 

(F.R. Doc. 70-1263; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:45 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 924 ] 

HANDLING OF FRESH PRUNES 
GROWN IN DESIGNATED COUN¬ 
TIES IN WASHINGTON AND IN 
UMATILLA COUNTY, OREG. 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given that the Depart¬ 
ment is considering issuance of rules and 
regulations (Subpart—Rules and Regu¬ 
lations), as hereinafter set forth, pur¬ 
suant to § 924.31 and other applicable 
provisions of the marketing agreement 
and Order No. 924 (7 CFR Part 924), 
regulating the handling of fresh prunes 
grown in designated counties in Wash¬ 


ington and in Umatilla County, Oreg., 
effective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674). The issuance of such rules and reg¬ 
ulations was proposed by the Washing¬ 
ton-Oregon Fresh Prune Marketing 
Committee, established under said mar¬ 
keting agreement and order as the 
agency to administer the terms and pro¬ 
visions thereof. 

The proposal relates to apportionment 
of the members and alternate members 
of the committee on the basis, in so far 
as practicable, of the relative produc¬ 
tion of fresh prunes within both districts 
of the production area. Increased prune 
production within District 2 compared to 
that for District 1 warrants the reappor¬ 
tionment, which would increase District 
2’s producer representation by one mem¬ 
ber, while decreasing such representa¬ 
tion for District 1 by one member. The 
apportionment of handler members on 
the committee would remain unchanged. 

The proposed rules and regulations are 
as follows: 

Subpart—Rules and Regulations 

§ 924.101 Changes in district represen¬ 
tation. 

The representation or membership on 
the Washington-Oregon Fresh Prune 
Marketing Committee is reapportioned 
as follows: 

(a) Three (3) grower members and 
their respective alternates shall be pro¬ 
ducers of prunes in District 1; 

(b) Three (3) grower members and 
their respective alternates shall be pro¬ 
ducers of prunes in District 2; 

(c) Two (2) handler members and 
their respective alternates shall be pro¬ 
ducers of prunes in District 1; and 

(d) One (1) handler member and his 
alternate shall be handlers of prunes 
in District 2. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posal may file the same, in quadrupli¬ 
cate, with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, Room 112, Ad¬ 
ministration Building, Washington, D.C. 
20250, not later than the 10th day after 
publication of the notice in the Federal 
Register. All written submissions made 
pursuant to the notice will be available 
for public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27 (b)). 

Dated: January 26, 1970. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

|F.R. Doc. 70-1191; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:47 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT DF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Public Health Service 
C 42 CFR Part 78 1 

DEMONSTRATION-TYPE COLD- 

CATHODE GAS DISCHARGE TUBES 

Proposed Performance Standard 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
section 358 of the Radiation Control for 
Health and Safety Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 
263f) and under authority delegated to 
the Commissioner of the Environmental 
Control Administration, it is proposed to 
amend Subpart C of Part 78 of Title 42, 
Code of Federal Regulations by prescrib¬ 
ing a performance standard applicable to 
the emission of x-radiation from demon¬ 
stration-type cold-cathode gas discharge 
tubes. 

The development of the standard be¬ 
gan after studies by the Bureau of Ra¬ 
diological Health revealed that these 
tubes could emit excessive radiation. Re¬ 
search by the Bureau of Radiological 
Health, in cooperation with State health 
agencies, confirmed that these tubes are 
often used in high schools where stu¬ 
dents under the age of 18 years could be 
exposed. The National Council of Radia¬ 
tion Protection and Measurements 
(NCRP) recommended In July of 1966 
that students under 18 years of age, 
while participating in educational activi¬ 
ties, should not receive a radiation dose 
equivalent which exceeds 100 millirem 
per year (mrem/yr), nor should they re¬ 
ceive a radiation dose equivalent which 
exceeds 10 millirem during any one ex¬ 
periment. The Bureau of Radiological 
Health bases the promulgation of the 
exposure rate limit of 10 milliroentgens 
per hour (mR/hr) below upon these 
recommendations by the NCRP. In con¬ 
sulting with appropriate professional or¬ 
ganizations. interested persons, and the 
Technical Electronic Product Radiation 
Safety Standards Committee as required 
by section 358 of the Act, it was deter¬ 
mined that this exposure rate limit is 
reasonable, technically feasible, and 
will protect the public health and safety. 

Discussions with representatives of the 
public, other governmental agencies and 
the industry affected, have resulted in a 
finding that the standard should be ap¬ 
plicable to cold-cathode gas discharge 
tubes at the earliest possible time. The 
need for the protection of the public 
health and safety and the special use of 
this electronic product constitute good 
cause for a finding that an early effective 
date for the standard is in the public 
interest. Accordingly, this amendment 
shall become effective on the date of its 
republication in the Federal Register. 


No. 21 
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Inquiries may be addressed to, and 
data, views, and arguments may be sub¬ 
mitted in writing to, the Director, Bureau 
of Radiological Health, 12720 Twlnbrook 
Parkway, Rockville, Md. 20852. All rele¬ 
vant material received within 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered. 

The amendment to Subpart C of Part 
78 would read as follows: 

§ 78.211 Performance standard for cold- 
cathode gas discharge tubes. 

(a) Applicability. The provisions of 
this section are applicable to cold- 
cathode gas discharge tubes designed to 
demonstrate the effects of a flow of elec¬ 
trons or the production of x-radiation. 

(b) Definitions. “Beam blocking de¬ 
vice” means a movable or removable por¬ 
tion of any enclosure around a cold- 
cathode gas discharge tube, which may 
be opened or closed to permit or prevent 
the emergence of an exit beam. 

"Cold-cathode gas discharge tube" 
means an electronic device in which elec¬ 
tron flow is produced and sustained by 
ionization of contained gas atoms and 
ion bombardment of the cathode. 

"Exit beam" means that portion of the 
radiation which passes through the 
aperture resulting from the opening of 
the beam blocking device. 

“Exposure” means the sum of the elec¬ 
trical charges on all of the ions of one 
sign produced in air when all electrons 
liberated by photons in a volume ele¬ 
ment of air are completely stopped in air 
divided by the mass of the air in the 
volume element. The special unit of ex¬ 
posure is the roentgen. One (1) roent¬ 
gen equals 2.58 x 10 -4 coulombs/kilogram. 

(c) Requirements. (1) Exposure rate 
limit. (1) Radiation exposure rates pro¬ 
duced by cold-cathode gas discharge 
tubes shall not exceed 10 mR/hr at a 
distance of thirty (30) centimeters from 
any point on the external surface of the 
tube, as measured in accordance with 
this section. 

(ii) The divergence of the exit beam 
from tubes designed primarily to demon¬ 
strate the effects of x-radiation, with 
the beam blocking device in the 
open position, shall not exceed *• (Pi) 
steradians. 

(2) Measurements, (i) Compliance 
with the exposure rate limit defined in 
(c) (1) (i) shall be determined by meas¬ 
urements averaged over an area not 
greater than one hundred (100) square 
centimeters with no linear dimension 
greater than twenty (20) centimeters. 

(ii) Measurements of exposure rates 
from tubes in enclosures from w T hich the 
tubes cannot be removed without de¬ 
stroying the function of the tube may 
be made at a distance of thirty (30) 
centimeters from any point on the exter¬ 
nal surface of the enclosure, provided: 

(a) In the case of enclosures contain¬ 
ing tubes designed primarily to demon¬ 
strate the production of x-radiation, 
measurements shall be made with any 
beam blocking device in the beam block¬ 
ing position, or 

(b) In the case of enclosures contain¬ 
ing tubes designed primarily to demon¬ 
strate the effects of a flow of electrons, 


measurements shall be made with all 
movable or removable parts of such en¬ 
closure in the position which would 
maximize external exposure levels. 

(3) Test conditions, (i) Measurements 
shall be made under the conditions of 
use specified in instructions provided 
by the manufacturer. 

(ii) Measurements shall be made with 
the tube operated under forward and 
reverse polarity. 

(4) Instructions, labels, and warnings. 
(i) Manufacturers shall provide, or cause 
to be provided, with each tube to which 
this section is applicable, appropriate 
safety instructions, together with in¬ 
structions for the use of such tube, in¬ 
cluding the specification of a power 
source for use with the tube. 

(ii) Each enclosure or tube shall have 
inscribed on or permanently affixed to 
it. tags or labels, which: (a) Indentify 
the intended polarity of the terminals; 
(b) in the case of tubes designed pri¬ 
marily to demonstrate the effects of a 
flow of electrons, a warning that appli¬ 
cation of power in excess of that specified 
may result in the production of X-rays 
in excess of allowable limits; and (c) in 
the case of tubes designed primarily to 
demonstrate the production of x-radia¬ 
tion, a warning that this device produces 
X-rays when energized. 

(iii) The tag or label required by this 
paragraph shall be located on the tube 
or enclosure so as to be readily visible and 
legible w'hen the product is fully as¬ 
sembled for use. 

This action is proposed under the au¬ 
thority of Sec. 358, 82 Stat. 1177; 42 
U.S.C. 263f. 

Dated: December 19,1969. 

Chris A. Hansen, 
Commissioner, EC A. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1198: Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:47 a.m.J 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 71 1 
[Airspace Docket No. 69-SW-79J 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to alter the 
Jasper, Tex., transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Southw ? est Region, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration, Post Office 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. All 
communications received w T thin 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 


templated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Air Traffic Division. Any data, views, or 
arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in writ¬ 
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Southwest 
Region, Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion, Fort Worth, Tex. An informal 
docket w’ill also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the Office of the Chief, Air 
Traffic Division. 

It is proposed to amend Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as herein¬ 
after set forth. 

In § 71.181 (35 F.R. 2134), the Jasper, 
Tex., transition area is amended to read: 

Jasper, Tex. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Jasper County Airport (l&t. 30°53'32" N., 
long. 94°02'03" W.), and within 3 miles each 
side of the 360° bearing from the Jasper RBN 
(lat. 30*57'16“ N., long. 94°02'00” W.) ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius area to 11.5 
miles north of the RBN. 

Alteration of the transition area as 
proposed is for conformance with cur¬ 
rent criteria. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348) and 
of sec. 6(c) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(0 ). 

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Jan¬ 
uary 19,1970. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Director, Southwest Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1187; Filed. Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:47 a.m.J 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 69-CE-126J 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

Proposed Designation and 
Modification 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amendments to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would designate VOR Federal airway No. 
250 from O’Neill, Nebr., to Mankato, 
Minn., and extend V-175 from Sioux 
City, Iow r a, to Redwood Falls, Minn. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data. view's, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate 
to the Director, Central Region, Atten¬ 
tion: Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal Build¬ 
ing, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City. 
Mo. 64106. All communications received 
within 30 days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
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considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendments. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina¬ 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

Due to air traffic congestion over the 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak., VORTAC the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration is propos¬ 
ing two bypass airways in this area which 
would alleviate the congestion problem 
and improve the air traffic control capa¬ 
bilities southwest of Minneapolis, Minn. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following airspace actions are proposed: 

1. Designate V-250 From O’Neill, 
Nebr., 1,200 feet AGL to Yankton, S. 
Dak.; Worthington, Minn.; to Mankato, 
Minn. 

2. Extend V-175 From Sioux City, 
Iowa, 1,200 feet AGL to Worthington, 
Minn.; to Redwood Falls, Minn. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of sec. 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348) and sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 23. 1970. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Chief , Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 

(P.R. Doc. 70-1188; Filed, Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:47 a.m.l 


Hazardous Materials Regulations 
Board 

[ 49 CFR Parts 173, 178 1 

[Docket No. HM-40; Notice No. 70-1) 

TRANSPORTATION OF HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS 

MC 330 and MC 331 Cargo Tanks in 
Chlorine Service 

The Hazardous Materials Regulations 
Board is considering amending the De¬ 
partment’s Hazardous Materials Regula¬ 
tions relating to (1) the frequency of 
testing angle valves on chlorine cargo 
tanks, (2) The Chlorine Institute’s draw¬ 
ings pertinent to excess flow valves and 
safety relief valves, and (3) insulation 
material on chlorine cargo tanks. 

Interested persons are invited to give 
their views on this proposal. Communica¬ 
tions should identify the docket number 
and be submitted in duplicate to the 
Secretary, Hazardous Materials Regula¬ 
tions Board, Department of Transporta¬ 
tion. 400 Sixth Street SW., Washington. 
D.C. 20590. Communications received on 
or before April 7, 1970, will be considered 
before final action is taken on the pro¬ 
posal. All comments received will be 
available for examination by interested 
persons at the Office of the Secretary, 
Hazardous Materials Regulations Board, 


both before and after the closing date 
for comments. 

These proposals are based upon a peti¬ 
tion for rule making and upon satis¬ 
factory experience gained under the 
terms of several special permits. Section 
173.33(g) (10) requires angle valves on 
chlorine cargo tanks to be tested at not 
less than 225 p.s.i.g. using dry air or 
inert gas, before installation of such 
valves on the cargo tank, and such tests 
must be made before each loading. Un¬ 
der the provisions of special permits the 
test frequency has been extended to once 
every five loadings or once a week, which¬ 
ever comes first. No adverse reports have 
been received on shipments made under 
these provisions and therefore it is pro¬ 
posed to extend the test frequency ac¬ 
cordingly. 

Authorizing the use of self-extinguish¬ 
ing polyurethane foam on cargo tanks 
would provide an additional type of in¬ 
sulation material that has shown to be 
as efficient as corkboard. This material 
lias been authorized for use under the 
terms of several special permits with no 
adverse experience being reported. 

Editorial changes have been made to 
drawings applicable to chlorine tank 
angle valves currently cited in the regu¬ 
lations. Reference to the latest revision 
of the drawings reflects those changes. 
Minor revisions concerning materials of 
construction in certain safety relief 
valve parts are reflected in the Chlorine 
Institute’s new drawing H51970. The new 
drawing is proposed to replace Drawing 
D13105E. 

In consideration of the foregoing it is 
proposed to amend 49 CFR Parts 173 and 
178 as follows: 

I. Part 173 would be amended as 
follows: 

(A) In § 173.33 subparagraphs (g)(10), 
(i) (4), and paragraph (j) would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 173.33 Cargo tank use authorization. 

• • • ♦ 0 

(g) • * • 

(10) Chlorine cargo tank angle valves 
must be tested to be leak free at not less 
than 225 ps.i.g. using dry air or inert 
gas before installation. The angle valves 
must also be tested as above once every 
five loadings or once a week whichever 
occurs first. At each loading, tanks must 
be inspected and the angle valves and 
gasketed joints must be examined and 
tested at a pressure of not less than 50 
p.s.i.g. to determine that they are not 
leaking and are in proper condition for 
transportation. 


(!)••• 

(4) Angle valves and excess flow valves 
on chlorine tank motor vehicles must 
conform to the standards of The Chlorine 
Institute, Inc. Angle valves must con¬ 
form with Dwg. 104-4 dated May 5, 1958. 
Excess flow valves conforming with Dwg. 
101-4 dated May 16, 1969, must be in¬ 
stalled under each liquid angle valve; 
and the excess-flow valves conforming 
with Dwg. 106-3 dated May 16,1969, must 
be installed under each gas angle valve. 


(j) Each tank for chlorine, carbon di¬ 
oxide, and nitrous oxide must be insu¬ 
lated with a suitable insulation material 
of such thickness that the overall thermal 
conductance is not more than 0.08 B.t.u. 
per square foot per degree F. differential 
in temperature per hour. The conduct¬ 
ance must be determined at 60° F. In¬ 
sulation material used on tanks for 
nitrous oxide must be noncombustible. 
Insulation material used on tanks for 
chlorine must be corkboard or self-ex¬ 
tinguishing polyurethane foam with 
minimum thickness of 4 inches. 


(B) In § 173.315 subparagraph (i) (11) 
would be amended to read as follows: 

§ 173.315 Compressed gases in cargo 
tanks and portable tank containers. 
* * • • * 

(i) ♦ • • 

(11) Safety relief valve on chlorine 
tank motor vehicles must conform with 
the standard of The Chlorine Institute 
Inc., Type 1 V 2 JQ225 Dwg. H51970 dated 
October 7, 1968. 

• • • * • 

n. Part 178 would be amended as 
follows: 

(A) In § 178.337-1 paragraph (e) 
would be amended; in § 178.337-8 entire 
paragraph (b) would be amended; in 
§ 178.337-9 subparagraph (a)(1) would 
be amended: in § 178.337-11 subpara¬ 
graph (a) (4) would be amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 178.337 Specification MC 331; cargo 
tanks constructed of steel, primarily 
for transportation of compressed 
gases as defined in the Compressed 
Gas Section. 

§ 178.337—1 General requirements. 

• • • • • 

(e) Insulation for carbon dioxide, 
chlorine , and nitrous oxide tanks. Each 
tank for chlorine, carbon dioxide, and 
nitrous oxide must be insulated with a 
suitable insulation material of such 
thickness that the overall thermal con¬ 
ductance at 60° F. is not more than 0.08 
B.t.u. per square foot per degree F. dif¬ 
ferential in temperature per hour. Insu¬ 
lation material on tanks for nitrous oxide 
must be noncombustible. 

Insulation material on tanks for 
chlorine must be corkboard or self- 
extinguishing polyurethane foam with 
minimum thickness of 4 inches. 

§ 178.337-8 Outlet*. 


(b) Chlorine tank valves. Chlorine 
tank angle valves must conform with 
Chlorine Institute Dwg. 104-4. dated 
May 5, 1958. The angle valves must be 
tested to be leak free at not less than 
225 p.s.i.g. using dry air or inert gas be¬ 
fore installation. Regarding chlorine 
tank outlets, see also § 178.337-1 (c) (2). 

§ 178.337—9 Safety relief device*, valve* 
and connection*. 

(a) • • • 

(1) Each tank must be provided with 
one or more safety relief devices which, 
unless otherwise specified, must be safety 
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relief valves of the spring-loaded type 
and they must be arranged to discharge 
upward and unobstructed to the outside 
of the protective housing in such a man¬ 
ner as to prevent any impingement of 
escaping gas upon the tank. For chlorine 
tanks the protective housing must be as 
required in § 178.337-10(0 and the 
safety relief valve must conform with the 
standard of the Chlorine Institute, Inc.. 
Type 1 y 2 JQ225 Dwg. H51970, dated 
October 7, 1968. 


§ 178.337—1 L Emergency discharge con¬ 
trol. 

(a) • 

(4) For chlorine tanks, an excess-flow 
valve conforming with Chlorine Institute 
Dwg. 101-4 dated May 16, 1969, must be 
installed under each liquid angle valve; 
and an excess-flow valve conforming 
with Dwg. 106-3, dated May 16. 1969, 
must be installed under each gas angle 
valve. 

0 m m 0 0 

This proposal is made under the au¬ 
thority of sections 831-835 of title 18, 
United States Code, and section 9 of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1657). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 23, 1970. 

J. B. McCarty, Jr., 
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, by 
direction of Commandant, 
U.S. Coast Guard. 

F. C. Turner, 
Administrator , 

Federal Highway Administration. 

(P.R. Doc. 70-1196: Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:47 a.m.) 


[ 49 CFR Part 178 ] 

(Docket No. HM-41: Notice No. 70-2] 

TRANSPORTATION OF HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS 

Specifications for Fiberboard Boxes; 

Stitching Staples 

The Hazardous Materials Regulations 
Board Is considering amending several 
sections of Part 178 of the Hazardous 
Materials Regulations dealing with the 
specifications for staples used In the con¬ 
struction of fiberboard boxes. The pro¬ 
posed amendments would provide indus¬ 
try with more flexibility in the making of 
boxes while maintaining a minimum re¬ 
quirement for the strength and efficiency 
of material used. 

A petition for rule making received by 
the Board requested that changes be 
made to the existing requirements for 
staples. At the present time the regula¬ 
tions specify in great detail just exactly 
how the stitching staples must be manu¬ 
factured, including dimensional limita¬ 
tions. However, the Board in its Docket 
No. HM-7; Notice No. 68-5 stated Its In¬ 
tention to convert the regulations from 


detailed specifications to more general 
performance standards. Since the pri¬ 
mary concern is a level of safety per¬ 
formance, the Board feels it more 
appropriate to specify a level of perform¬ 
ance in terms of an equivalency rather 
than to prescribe the construction of 
staples. 

Interested persons are invited to give 
their views on this proposal. Comm uni - 
cations should identify the docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in duplicate to the 
Secretary, Hazardous Materials Regula¬ 
tions Board, Department of Transporta¬ 
tion. 400 Sixth Street SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20590. Communications received on 
or before April 7, 1970 will be considered 
before final action is taken on the pro¬ 
posal. All comments received will be 
available for examination by interested 
persons at the Office of the Secretary, 
Hazardous Materials Regulations Board, 
both before and*after the closing date for 
comments. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Hazardous Materials Regulations Board 
is considering amending the hazardous 
materials regulations as follows: 

(A) Section 178.205-6 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 178.205 Specification 12B; fiberboard 
boxen. 

§ 178.205—6 Stitching staples. 

Stitching staples must be made in such 
a configuration that their holding capa¬ 
bility as installed will not be less than 
that of flat steel staples % 2 x 0.019 inch 
in cross section and not less than %e inch 
wide. 

(B) Section 178.206-6 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 178.206 Specification 12C; fiberboard 
boxes. 

§ 178.206—6 Stitching staples. 

Stitching staples must be made in such 
a configuration that their holding capa¬ 
bility as installed will not be less than 
that of flat steel staples % 2 x 0.019 inch 
in cross section and not less than inch 
wide. 

(C) Section 178.207-5 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 178.207 Specification 12D: fiberboard 
boxes. 

§ 178.207—5 Stitching staples. 

Stitching staples must be made in such 
a configuration that their holding capa¬ 
bility as installed will not be less than 
that of flat steel staples %2 x 0.019 inch 
in cross section and not less than % 3 'inch 
wide. 

(D) Section 178.209-5 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 178.209 Specification 1211; fiberboard 
boxes. 

§ 178.209-5 Stitching staples. 

Stitching staples must be made in such 
a configuration that their holding capa¬ 
bility as installed will not be less than 


that of flat steel staples x 0.019 inch 
in cross section and not less than inch 
wide. Material used must be at least 
equivalent to copper coated steel in non¬ 
sparking quality. 

(E) Section 178.214-5 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 178.214 Specification 23F: fiberboard 
boxe*. 

§178.214—5 Stitching staple*. 

Stitching staples must be made in such 
a configuration that their holding capa¬ 
bility as installed will not be less than 
that of flat steel staples %2 x 0.019 inch 
in cross section and not less than 7 /m inch 
wide. Material used must be at least 
equivalent to copper coated steel in non- 
sparking quality. 

(F) Section 178.218-4 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 178.218 Specification 23G; special cy¬ 
lindrical fiberboard box for high 
explosives. 

§178.218—1 Stitching staples. 

Stitching staples must be made in such 
a configuration that their holding capa¬ 
bility as installed will not be less than 
that of flat steel staples % 2 x 0.019 inch 
in cross section and not less than 7 A« inch 
wide. Material used must be at least 
equivalent to copper coated steel in non- 
sparking quality. 

(G) Section 178.219-4 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 178.219 Specification 23H; fiberboard 
boxes. 

§178.219—1 Stitching staples. 

Stitching staples must be made in such 
a configuration that their holding capa¬ 
bility as installed will not be less than 
that of flat steel staples %2 x 0.019 inch 
in cross section and not less than 7 Ao inch 
wide. Material used must be at least 
equivalent to copper coated steel in non- 
sparking quality. 

These proposals are made under the 
authority of sections 831-835 of title 18, 
United States Code, section 9 of the De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1657), and Title VI and section 
902(h) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1421-1430 and 1472(h)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 23, 1970. 

J. B. McCarty, Jr., 
Captain, US. Coast Guard, by 
direction of Commandant, 
US. Coast Guard. 

R. N. Whitman, 
Administrator, 

Federal Railroad Administration. 

F. C. Turner, 
Administrator, 

Federal Highway Administration. 

Sam Schneider, 

Board Member, for the 
Federal Aviation Administration. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1197; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:47 a.m.] 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Parts 1, 61 J 

(Docket No. 18703( 

TARIFFS AND EVIDENCE 

Order Extending Time for Filing 
Reply Comments 

1. On January 22, 1970, the American 
Telephone and Telegraph Co. (A.T. & T.), 
filed a motion for extension of time in 
which to file reply comments in the 
above-referenced rulemaking proceeding. 


2. Good cause has been shown for 
affording A.T. & T. and other interested 
parties additional time in which to file 
reply comments. Accordingly, the time 
for filing reply comments is extended 
from January 23, 1970, until February 9. 
1970. 

By the Chief, Common Carrier Bureau. 
Adopted January 23, 1970. 

Released January 26, 1970. 

[seal! Kelley* E. Griffith, 

Chief, Domestic Rates Division 
for Chief , Common Carrier 
Bureau. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1203; Filed, Jan. 29. 1970; 
8:48 a.m.l 
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CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

JOURNEYMAN GRADE ELECTRICIANS 
AT THE PUGET SOUND NAVY SHIP- 
YARD 

Manpower Shortage; Notice of Listing 

Under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 5723, 
the Civil Service Commission found a 
manpower shortage on January 6, 1970, 
for positions of Electrician, Journeyman 
grade at the Puget Sound Naval Ship¬ 
yard, Department of the Navy, Bremer¬ 
ton, Wash. 

Assuming other legal requirements are 
met, appointees to these positions may 
be paid for the expense of travel and 
transportation to first post of duty. 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[P.R. Doc. 70-1209; Piled, Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:48 a.m.j 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Packers and Stockyards Administration 
SCOTT COUNTY, INDIANA, LIVESTOCK EXCHANGE ET AL. 


Notice of Changes in Names of Posted Stockyards 


It has been ascertained, and notice is hereby given, that the names of the live¬ 
stock markets referred to herein, which were posted on the respective dates speci¬ 
fied below as being subject to the provisions of the Packers and Stockyards Act, 
1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), have been changed as indicated below. 
Original name of stockyard, location. Current name of stockyard and 

and date of posting date of change in name 

Indiana 


Southern Indiana Livestock Exchange, Inc., Scott County Livestock Exchange, 
Scottsburg, Nov. 19, 1965. Nov. 1, 1969. 

Kansas 


Kiowa Sales Company, Kiowa, Apr. 11, 1950. Kiowa Sales Company, Inc., July 1, 

1969. 

Oklahoma 


Farmers & Ranchers Livestock Commission Co., Antlers Livestock Auction, Sept. 1. 

Antlers, Nov. 29, 1949. 1969. 

Creek Nation Stockyards, Okmulgee, May 2, Okmulgee Livestock Auction and 
1959 . Stockyards, Jan. 1,1970. 

Texas 


Corsicana Livestock Commission Company, Cor¬ 
sicana, Jan. 11, 1957. 

Lexington Livestock Commission, Lexington, 
Apr. 3, 1957. 

Pittsburg Livestock Commission Co., Pittsburg, 
Jan. 23. 1959. 

Wyoming 


Corsicana Livestock Co., Dec. 1, 1969. 

The Lexington Livestock Commission, 
Jan. 1, 1970. 

Pittsburg Livestock Commission, Oct. 
30, 1969. 


Office of the Secretary 
GEORGIA 


Riverton Livestock Auction, Riverton, Jui$e 27, 
1950. 


Riverton Auction & Livestock Co., 
Dec. 19, 1969. 


Designation of Areas for Emergency 
Loans 


For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con¬ 
solidated Farmers Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named counties in the State of Georgia, 
natural disasters have caused a need for 
agricultural credit not readily available 
fronv commercial banks, cooperative 
lending agencies, or other responsible 
sources. 

Georgia 


Baldwin. 

Bleckley. 

Burke. 

Dodge. 

Emanuel. 

Hancock. 

Houston. 

Jefferson. 

Jenkins. 

Johnson. 


Laurens. 

Lee. 

Macon. 

Marion. 

Morgan. 

Taylor. 

Warren. 

Washington. 

Wilkinson. 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after June 
30, 1970, except to applicants who previ¬ 
ously received emergency or special live¬ 
stock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 24th 
day of January 1970. 


Clifford M. Hardin, 
Secretary of Agriculture . 

|F.R. Doc. 70-1193; Piled. Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:47 a.m.) 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 15th day of January 1970. 

Edward L. Thompson, 
Acting Chief, Registrations , Bonds, and 
Reports Branch, Livestock Marketing Division. 

[P.R. Doc. 70-1192; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 8:47 ajn] 


DEPARTMENT DF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal 

January 23,1970. 

The Bureau of Land Management, 
U.S. Department of the Interior, has filed 
an application, Serial No. R 2572, for 
withdrawal of lands described below from 
prospecting, location, entry, and patent¬ 
ing under the U.S. mining laws (30 U.S.C., 
ch. 2), only, pursuant to the authority 
of Executive Order No. 10355 of May 26. 
1952. 

The applicant desires withdrawal of 
the land to protect the surface from dis¬ 
turbance from prospecting and mining 
extraction of locatable minerals which 
would conflict with public recreation pur¬ 
poses, experimental forestation, range- 
land improvements, fire protection test¬ 
ing, and protection of the Tecate Cypress. 

The lands were patented pursuant to 
the Act of December 29, 1916 (36 Stat. 
862), with minerals reserved to the 
United States. They are part of a 2,261- 
acre tract bequested to the State of Cali¬ 


fornia, placed under control of the De¬ 
partment of Natural Resources and are 
to remain in State ownership in 
perpetuity. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, 1414 
University Avenue, Post Office Box 723, 
Riverside, Calif. 92502. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

San Bernardino Meridian 

T. 18 S..R.2E., 

Sec. 24, SWftSE^; 

Sec. 25. lots 3 to 9 inclusive, 11* 12, and 23; 

Sec. 26,E>/ 2 NE*4. 

T. 18 S., R. 3 E., 

Sec. 29, lot 7; 

Sec. 30, lot 2. 
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The acres described aggregate 585.21 
acres in San Diego County. 

Richard F. Chumley, 

Acting Assistant 
Land Office Manager. 

[PR. Doc. 70-1175: Piled, Jan. 29. 1970; 
8:46 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Business and Defense Services 
Administration 

PURDUE UNIVERSITY 

Notice of Decision on Application for 

Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an appli¬ 
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational. Scientific, and Cultural Ma¬ 
terials Importation Act of 1966 (Public 
/Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regu¬ 
lations issued thereunder as amended (34 
F.R. 15787 etseq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien¬ 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division, De¬ 
partment of Commerce. Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket No. 69-00689-98-40500. Appli¬ 
cant: Purdue University, West Lafayette, 
Ind. 47907. Article: Interferometer, 
Fabry-Perot, Standard Model. Manufac¬ 
turer: SOPRA, Fiance. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used for the 
instruction of students in the following 
courses: Physics, 351, 352, and 524. Stu¬ 
dents will learn the basic properties of a 
Fabry-Perot interferometer, as well as 
how to adjust the surfaces for exact 
parallelism and how to measure reflec¬ 
tivity, finesse, free spectral range, and 
transmission coefficient. They will make 
both visual and photographic determina¬ 
tions of small wavenumber separations. 
Comments: No comments have been re¬ 
ceived with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
the purposes for which such article is 
intended to be used is being manufac¬ 
tured in the United States. Reasons: The 
foreign article provides spacing between 
reflecting surfaces that is continuously 
adjustable from 0.075 to 5 millimeters 
(mm), both fine and coarse adjustments 
for parallelism and can be used in either 
a horizontal or vertical position. We are 
advised by the National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards (NBS) in a memorandum dated Oc¬ 
tober 10, 1969, that continuously ad¬ 
justable spacing between reflecting sur¬ 
faces with both fine and coarse adjust¬ 
ments for parallalism, and the ability to 
operate in either a horizontal or a verti¬ 
cal position are pertinent characteristics 
of the foreign article. NBS further ad¬ 
vises that it knows of no scientifically 
equivalent Fabry-Perot interferometer 
produced in the United States. 


The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In¬ 
dustry Operations , Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

(F.R. Doc. 70-1162; Piled. Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:45 a.m.) 


TULANE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF 
MEDICINE 

Notice of Decision on Application for 

Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) 
and the regulations issued thereunder 
as amended (34 F.R. 15787 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to tills 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien¬ 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division, De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
DC. 

Docket No. 69-00637-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: Tulane University School of Medi¬ 
cine. 1430 Tulane Avenue, New Orleans, 
La. 70112. Article: Electron microscope, 
Model JEM 100B with spare parts and 
accessories. Manufacturer: Japan Elec¬ 
tron Optics Laboratory Co., Ltd., Japan. 
Intended use of article: The article will 
be used by certain investigators in the 
field of fine structure of the nervous sys¬ 
tem, and for high-resolution work to be 
carried out by the faculty. Investigations 
currently in progress include those de¬ 
scribed below: 

1. Fine structure of the nervous 
system. 

2. Fine structure of interneurons and 
synapses. 

3. Electronmicrosccpic and E.M. radio 
autographic studies of synthesis and re¬ 
lease of certain hormones produced in 
the hypothalamus. 

4. Electroncytochemistry and E.M. 
radio-autography. 

5. Heart innervation. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica¬ 
tion. Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign 
article has a guaranteed resolving power 
of 3.5 angstroms. The most closely com¬ 
parable domestic instrument available at 
the time the foreign article was ordered 
was the EMU-4B electron microscope 
v/hicli was then being manufactured by 
the Radio Corp. of America (RCA) and 
which is currently being produced by 
Forgflo Corp. (Forgflo). The Model EMU- 


4B electron microscope has a guaranteed 
resolving power of 5 angstroms. (The 
low*er the numerical rating in terms of 
angstroms, the better the resolving 
power.) We are advised by the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(HEW) in its memorandum of Decem¬ 
ber 18, 1969, that for the applicant’s re¬ 
search studies the highest available 
resolution is required. HEW further ad¬ 
vises that the additional resolving power 
of the foreign article is pertinent to the 
purposes for which the article is intended 
to be used. We. therefore, find that the 
RCA Model EMU-4B is not of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In¬ 
dustry Operations , Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1164; Filed, Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:45 a.m] 


UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI 

Notice of Decision on Application for 

Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the reg¬ 
ulations issued thereunder as amended 
(34 F.R. 15787 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining "to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien¬ 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division, De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C* 

Docket No. 69-00649-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Missouri—Columbia. 
Purchasing Department, General Serv¬ 
ices Building. Columbia, Mo. 65201. Ar¬ 
ticle: Electron microscope. Model HS-8. 
Manufacturer: Hitachi, Ltd., Japan. In¬ 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used for teaching, research, and service. 
For teaching, it will be used to (1) train 
students in medical technology. (2) 
train postsophomore medical students 
interested in undertaking a research 
project involving electron microscopy, 
(3) teach basic electron microscopic 
techniques to interns and residents In 
pathology, and (4) complement a Ph. D. 
program in pathology which has been in 
effect for years. Research consists of ex¬ 
ploring the ultrastructure of endome¬ 
trium and highly proliferative tissues. 
Service encompasses all liver and renal 
biopsies routinely processed for electron 
microscopic studies by the institution. 
Comments: No comments have been re¬ 
ceived with respect to this application. 
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Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign 
article is an intermediate electron mi¬ 
croscope which, in terms of sophistica¬ 
tion and capabilities, lies between the 
simple, portable electron microscope and 
the highly complex research types. The 
applicant intends to use the foreign arti¬ 
cle for teaching beginning students in the 
fundamentals of electron microscope 
techniques and, for this purpose, re¬ 
quires a transitional instrument for 
bridging the gap between the use of the 
light microscope and the research type of 
electron microscope. The most closely 
comparable domestic instrument avail¬ 
able at the time the applicant ordered the 
foreign article was the EMU-4B electron 
microscope which was then being manu¬ 
factured by the Radio Corp. of America 
(RCA) and which is currently being pro¬ 
duced by Forgflo Corp. (Forgflo). The 
Model EMU-4B electron microscope is a 
high sophisticated and relatively com¬ 
plex research electron microscope in¬ 
tended for the use of an expert. We are 
advised by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (HEW) in its 
memorandum of November 3, 1969, that 
the greater ease of operation of the for¬ 
eign article when compared with the 
EMU-4B is pertinent to the applicant’s 
educational purposes. We, therefore, find 
that the RCA Model EMU-4B electron 
microscope is not of equivalent scien- 
tiflce value to the foreign article for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In¬ 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

|F.R. Doc. 70-1163; Filed. Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:45 a.m.) 


National Bureau of Standards 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED FEDERAL IN¬ 
FORMATION PROCESSING STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Under the provisions of Public Law 
89-306. the Secretary of Commerce is 
authorized to make appropriate recom¬ 
mendations to the President relating to 
the establishment of uniform Federal 
automatic data processing standards. 

Three proposed standards for data 
communications are being recommended 
by the National Bureau of Standards. 
These standards, at such time as they 
may be approved by the President, will 
be published as Federal Information 
Processing Standards. 

Prior to the submission of the final en¬ 
dorsement of these proposals to the 
President, it is essential to assure that 


proper consideration is given the needs 
and views of manufacturers, the public, 
and State and local governments. The 
purpose of this notice is to solicit such 
views. 

Proposed Federal Information Proc¬ 
essing Standards contain two basic sec¬ 
tions: (1) An announcement section 
which provides information concerning 
the applicability, implementation, and 
maintenance of the standard; and (2) 
a specification section which details the 
technical requirements of the standards. 

Interested parties may submit com¬ 
ments to the Director, Center for Com¬ 
puter Sciences and Technology, National 
Bureau of Standards, Washington, D.C. 
20234, within 30 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 

The specifications of these three pro¬ 
posed standards were developed and 
adopted by the American National 
Standards Institute, Inc. (formerly the 
United States of America Standards In¬ 
stitute, Inc.) by joint cooperation among 
manufacturers, users, and general inter¬ 
est groups. These copyrighted documents 
are reproduced in the Federal Register 
by permission of the Institute. They may 
be purchased from the Institute, 1430 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10018. Refer 
to American National Standard X3.15- 
1966, Bit Sequencing of the USA Stand¬ 
ard Code for Information Interchange 
in Serial-by-Bit Data Transmission; 
X3.16-166, Character Structure and 
Character Parity Sense for Serial-by-Bit 
Data Communication in the USA Stand¬ 
ard Code for Information Interchange; 
and X3.25-1968, Character Structure 
and Character Parity Sense for Paral- 
lel-by-Bit Data Communication in the 
USA Standard Code for Information 
Interchange. 

Lewis M. Branscomb, 

Director. 

January 23,1970. 

Note: Federal Information Processing 
Standards Publications are issued by the 
National Bureau of Standards under the 
direction of the Bureau of the Budget In 
accordance with the provisions of Public Law 
89-306 and Bureau of the Budget Circular 
No. A-86. 

PROPOSED STANDARD FOR BIT SE¬ 
QUENCING OF THE CODE FOR IN¬ 
FORMATION INTERCHANGE IN 

SERIAL-BY-BIT DATA TRANSMIS¬ 
SION 

Name of standard. Bit Sequencing of 
the Code for Information Interchange 
in Serial-By-Bit Data Transmission.' 

Category of standard. Hardware 
Standard, Transmission. 

Explanation. This standard specifies 
the method of transmitting the standard 
code for Information Interchange (FIPS 
1 ) in serial-by-bit. serial-by-character 
data transmission. Included in the 
standard is the position of the character 
parity bit, if transmitted with the infor¬ 
mation bits. 

Approving authority. Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Maintenance agency. Department of 
Commerce, National Bureau of Stand¬ 


ards (Center for Computer Sciences and 
Technology). 

f’mcc inHfiT 

a. USA Standard X3.15-1966 Bit 
Sequencing of the USA Standard Code 
for Information Interchange in Serial- 
by-Bit Data Transmission. 

b. FIPS Publication 1, Code for Infor¬ 
mation Interchange. 

c. FIPS Publication 7, Implementation 
of the Code for Information Interchange 
and Related Media Standards. 

Applicability. Applicable to the trans¬ 
mission of the Standard Code in a serial 
bit stream form at the interface between 
Data Terminal Equipment and Data 
Communications Equipment. Data ter¬ 
minal equipments transmitting an ap¬ 
proved Federal subset or superset of 
FIPS 1 are not precluded. Information 
concerning the use of the standard in 
Federal telecommunications systems may 
be obtained from the Manager, NCS, 
Attention: NCS-O, Washington, D.C. 
20305. 

Implementation schedule. All data 
processing terminal equipment and data 
communications equipment which utilize 
the FIPS 1 code and which is brought 
into the Federal inventory 6 months 
after the publication date of this FIPS 
Publication must be in conformance with 
this standard, unless there is reason to 
initiate the waiver procedure as de¬ 
scribed in FIPS Publication 7. 

Specifications. This standard adopts 
in whole the USA Standard for Bit 
Sequencing of the USA Standard Code 
for Information Interchange in Serial- 
By-Bit Data Transmission, USA Stand¬ 
ard X3.15-1966, which was developed 
and approved by the USA Standards 
Institute. 

Qualifications. This standard does not 
specify the character structure, bits per 
character, the sense (odd or even) of 
parity bit(s) and other parameters 
essential to the exchange of informa¬ 
tion between data terminal equipment 
and data communications equipment. 
The transmission bit sequence prescribed 
in the sandard does not apply to parallel- 
by-bit, serial-by-character data trans¬ 
mission. Other standards will prescribe 
the additional technical parameters to 
assist in the integration of data process¬ 
ing and data communications systems. 

Where to obtain copies of the specifica¬ 
tions of the standard. 

a. Federal Government activities 
should obtain copies from established 
sources within each agency. When there 
is no established source, purchase orders 
should be submitted to the General 
Services Administration, Specifications 
Activity, Printed Materials Supply Divi¬ 
sion, Building 197, Naval Weapons Plant. 
Washington, D.C. 20407. Refer to Fed¬ 
eral Information Processing Standard 

Number_ (FIPS_), (Price 

_cents a copy). 

b. Others may obtain copies from the 
American National Standards Institute, 
Inc. (formerly United States of America 
Standards Institute), 1430 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 10018. Refer to USA 
Standard X3.15-1966 “Bit Sequencing of 
the USA Standard Code for Information 
Interchange in Serial-by-Bit Data 
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Transmission**. (Price $2.25 a copy. Dis¬ 
counts available on quantity orders. See 
USASI catalog.) 

USA STANDARD FOR BIT SEQUENCING 

OF THE USA STANDARD CODE FOR 

INFORMATION INTERCHANGE IN 

SERIAL-BY-BIT DATA TRANSMIS¬ 
SION 

Note: This material is reproduced from 
USA Standard X3.15-1966. Bit Sequencing 
of the USA Standard Code for Information 
Interchange in Serial-by-Bit Data Transmis¬ 
sion. copyrighted 1966 by the United States 
of America Standards Institute, copies of 
which may be purchased from the American 
Standards Institute, 1430 Broadway. New 
York, N Y. 10018. 

1. Scope 

1.1 This standard specifies the bit 
sequencing of the USA Standard Code for 
Information Interchange (USASCII) for 
serial-by-bit, serial-by-character data 
transmission. 

1.2 This standard applies to general 
information interchange in the USACII, 
at the interface between Data Processing 
Terminal Equipment (such as Data Proc¬ 
essors, Data Media Input/Output De¬ 
vices, Office Machines, etc.) and Data 
Communications Equipment. 

2. Standard Bit Sequence 

The bit sequence for a USASCII Char¬ 
acter shall be least significant bit first 
to most significant bit—-in terms of the 
USASCH nomenclature (USA Standard 
Code for Information Interchange, 
X3.4-1965) bl through b7 in ascending 
(consecutive) order. 

3. Character Parity 

A character parity bit, if transmitted, 
is to follow the most significant bit, b7, 
of the character to which it applies. 

4. Qualifications 

4.1 This standard does not specify 
that a character parity bit shall or shall 
not be transmitted, nor does it specify 
the total number of bits per character, 
the bit rate, the character rate, or the 
transmission technique. 

4.2 This standard does not apply to 
parallel-by-bit, serial-by-character data 
transmission. 

APPENDIX 

Criteria, Considerations, and Conclusions 

Note: This appendix is not a part of the 
USA Standard for Bit Sequencing of the 
USA Standard Code for Information Inter¬ 
change in Serial-by-Bit Data Transmission, 
X3.15-1966. but is included to facilitate its 
use. 

A1. Introduction 

Tills appendix contains criteria pertinent 
to the selection of the bit sequencing in se- 
rlal-by-bit data transmission. Not all of the 
listed criteria have been entirely satisfied. 
Some are conflicting, and the selected bit 
sequence was based upon a detailed analysis 
and weighing of these divergent criteria. The 
final choice of transmission bit sequence 
represents an acceptable compromise. 


A2. Specific Criteria 

(Not mutually consistent and not listed 
in order of Importance.) 

A2.1 The transmission bit sequence 

should be in consecutive numerical order 
(ascending or descending), in terms of 
USASCII nomenclature. 

A2.2 The transmission bit sequence 

should minimize the amount and complexity 
of existing and future hardware. 

A2.3 The transmission bit sequence 

should be selected to minimize adverse con¬ 
sequences of equipment or system malfunc¬ 
tion. 

A2.4 The transmission of a binary bit 
stream should not be precluded. 

A2.5 The transmission of encrypted ma¬ 
terial should not be precluded. 

A2.6 There should be a correspondence 
between media track (channel or-row) des¬ 
ignation, USASCII bit number, and trans¬ 
mission bit sequence, in order to minimize 
training and reduce confusion of operating, 
maintenance, and engineering personnel. 

A2.7 The transmission bit sequence 

should allow a logical extension to super¬ 

sets of USASCII. 

A2.8 The transmission bit sequence 

of any subset or superset of USASCH should 
provide that any designated bit be immu¬ 
table in its position in the transmission 
sequence as well as in its logical order and 
media representation. 

A2.9 The character parity bit should be 
positioned to allow it to be generated "on 
the fly” following the data bits. 

A2.10 The transmission bit sequence 

should allow maximum design flexibility in 
future systems utilizing USASCII. 

A3. Considerations 

A3.1 Considerations of the various possi¬ 
ble bit sequences for serial-by-bit, serial- 
by-character data transmission produced the 
following two choices for further study: 

(1) Low order bit first to high order bit. 

(2) High order bit first to low order bit. 

The basic structure of USASCn, i.e., the 

separation of graphics and controls, and the 
location of the symbols, digits, and alphabet 
within the graphic portion, favored a con¬ 
secutive bit sequence. 

A3.2 There is unanimity of opinion that 
the character parity bit, where included on 
a per character basis, should appear last 
in the bit sequence so that this bit can be 
generated "on the fly." 

A3.3 These 2-bit-sequencing choices, A3.1 
(1) and A3.1(2), where then subjected to an 
exhaustive investigation to determine their 
influence on data interchange from the 
following points of view: 

(1) Flexibility of hardware design. 

(2) Hardware efficiency. 

(3) Ease of maintenance. 

(4) Contraction of USASCII to subsets. 

(5) Expansion of USASCII to supersets. 

(6) Error consequences. 

A3.4 With low order bit transmitted 
first, the first data pulse can correspond 
to USASCH bit,, the second to bit b„ etc. 
Thus "third" will mean the third data pulse 
as well as bit b„. It can also mean the third 
track (or channel or row) in media. This 
simple relationship between media track 
number, pulse number, and bit designation 
number is desirable in the maintenance of 
communication equipment, especially in 
discussion between remote technicians and 
between technicians and engineers. The 
orderliness of this arrangement is shown in 
the following table: 


Media (rack 

USASCH Bit 

l>ata pulse No. 

1 

l»i 

1 

2 

b, 

2 

3 

bj 

3 

4 

K 

4 

a 


ft 

a 

In 

G 

7 

b; 

7 % 

8 

P 

8 


(P is the character parity bit J 


A3.5 The 7 bits of USASCII are designated 
b t through b 7 in increasing order of signifi¬ 
cance. Thus, additional high order bits may 
be added and designated bs, b*. etc., in an 
orderly manner. It is desirable, from the 
transmission standpoint, to have a code 
"open ended" at the end of a character bit 
sequence rather than at the start. Compati¬ 
bility between equipments using different 
size sets is less difficult, since each num¬ 
bered bit always appears in a given position 
with respect to the start of the character 
sequence. 

A3.5.1 Terminals using a subset of USA 
SCH need only operate with the appropriate 
numbers of bits at the beginning of the 
character. 

A3.5.2 Terminals transmitting supersets 
of USASCH need only append the additional 
(b*. b tt , etc.) bits to the USASCn. 

A3.5.3 In all cases, the character parity 
bit then maintains its defined position as 
the last bit of the character to be trans¬ 
mitted. 

A3.6 Low order bit first Is in agreement 
with recently established standards, such as 
bit sequencing of USASCH in US. Military 
Standards. Military Communication System, 
188B. 

A3.7 High order bit first allows future 
systems and hardware to be designed to take 
advantage of the unique organization of the 
USASCH into control character columns and 
graphic oolumns; this could, for example, 
reduce the bit storage requirement In simple 
I/O printers and control mechanisms. 

A3.8 If the transmission sequence is high 
order bit first, the implementation of 
USASCH into present-day, 6-bit character 
based processors and into upper-lower I O 
typewriters can be simplified, resulting in 
hardware reduction. 

A3.9 The only criterion pertinent to 
character parity is that it can be capable 
of generation “on the fly." This implies that 
it be transmitted later than all data bits. 
This does not contradict any of the criteria 
for the sequence of data bits. 

A3.10 The error rate of a system is not 
dependent on the choice of bit sequencing. 
The consequence of an error is influenced by 
the choice of bit sequence; however no 
definite conclusions could be drawn as to 
which bit sequence resulted in the least 
harmful error condition. 

A4. Conclusions 

A4.1 The question of bit sequence re¬ 
solves itself into a choice between the fol¬ 
lowing two specific interests: 

(1) Low order bit first offers the advan¬ 
tage of convenient expajision to 8-blt super¬ 
sets. allows direct correspondence between 
the USASCH bit designators in media and the 
transmitted bit sequence, eases maintenance 
and training, and is consistent with inter¬ 
national and military standards. 

(2) High order bit first offers the possi¬ 
bility of more economical Implementation of 
the USASCH code by present-day 6-bit 
processors and by simple I/O printers and 
typewriters. 
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A4.2 The conclusion reached Is that the 
known advantages of low order bit first out¬ 
weigh the possible advantage of high order 
bit first. 

Note: Federal Information Processing 
Standards Publications are Issued by the Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards under the direc¬ 
tion of the Bureau of the Budget In accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of Public Law 89-306 
and Bureati of the Budget Circular No. A-8G. 

PROPOSED STANDARD FOR CHARAC¬ 
TER STRUCTURE AND CHARACTER 
PARITY SENSE FOR SERIAL-BY-BIT 
DATA COMMUNICATION IN THE 
CODE FOR INFORMATION INTER¬ 
CHANGE 

Name of standard. Character Struc¬ 
ture and Character Parity Sense for 
Serial-by-Bit Data Communication in 
the Code for Information Interchange 
Category of standard. Hardware 
Standard. Transmission 
Explanation. This Standard specifies 
the method of transmitting the Standard 
Code for Information Interchange (FIPS 
1 ) in the serial-by-bit, serial-by-charac- 
ter data transmission. Included in the 
standard is the position of the character 
parity bit. 

Approving authority. Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Maintenance agency. Department of 
Commerce. National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards (Center for Computer Sciences and 
Technology). 

Cross index. 

a. USA Standard X3.16-1966, Charac¬ 
ter Structure and Character Parity Sense 
for Serial-by-Bit Data Communication 
in the USA Standard Code for Informa¬ 
tion Inte rchange 

b. FIPS Publication 1, Federal Infor¬ 
mation Processing Standards Publica¬ 
tion. Code for Information Interchange 

c. FIPS Publication 7, Federal Infor¬ 
mation Processing Standards Publica¬ 
tion, Implementation of the Code for In¬ 
formation Interchange and Related 
Media Standards 

Applicability. Applicable to the trans¬ 
mission of the Standard Code in a serial 
bit stream form at the interface between 
Data Terminal Equipment and Data 
Communications Equipment. Data ter¬ 
minal equipments transmitting an ap¬ 
proved Federal subset or superset of 
FIPS 1 are not precluded. Information 
concerning the use of the standard in 
Federal telecommunications systems 
may be obtained from the Manager, NCS, 
Attention: NCS-O, Washington, D.C. 
20305. 

Implementation schedule. All data 
processing terminal equipment and data 
communication equipment which utilize 
the FIPS 1 code and which is brought 
into the Federal inventory 6 months after 
the publication date of this FIPS Pub¬ 
lication must be in conformance with this 
standard, unless there is reason to ini¬ 
tiate the waiver procedure described in 
FIPS Publication 7. 

Specifications. This standard adopts in 
whole the USA Standard for Character 
Structure and Character Parity Sense 
for Serial-by-Bit Data Communication 
in the USA Standard Code for Infor¬ 


mation Interchange, USA Standard 
X3.16-1966, which was developed and ap¬ 
proved by the USA Standards Institute. 

Qualifications. This standard does not 
specify the bit sequence, the bit rate or 
character rate, nor does it apply to 
parallel-by-bit, serial by character data 
communication. Other standards will 
prescribe the additional technical pa¬ 
rameters to assist in the integration of 
data processing and data communica¬ 
tions systems. 

Where to obtain copies of the specifica¬ 
tions of the staiidard. 

a. Federal Government activities 

should obtain copies from established 
sources within each agency. When there 
is no established source, purchase orders 
should be submitted to the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration, Specifications Ac¬ 
tivity, Printed Materials Supply Division, 
Building 197, Naval Weapons Plant. 
Washington, D.C. 20407. Refer to Federal 
Information Processing Standard Num¬ 
ber _(FIPS_), (Price __ cents 

a copy). 

b. Others may obtain copies from the 
American National Standards Institute, 
Inc. (formerly United States of America 
Standards Institute), 1430 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 10018. Refer to USA 
Standard X3.16-1966, “Character Struc¬ 
ture and Character Parity Sense for Se- 
rial-By-Bit Data Communication in the 
USA Standard Code for Information In¬ 
terchange.” (Price $2.25 a copy. Dis¬ 
counts available on quantity orders. See 
USASI catalog.) 

USA STANDARD CHARACTER STRUC¬ 
TURE AND CHARACTER PARITY 

SENSE FOR SERIAL-BY-BIT DATA 

COMMUNICATION IN THE USA 

STANDARD CODE FOR INFORMA¬ 
TION INTERCHANGE 

Note: This material is reproduced from 
USA Standard X3.16-1966, Character Struc¬ 
ture and Character Parity Sense for Serial- 
by-Bit Data Communication in the USA 
Standard Code for Information Interchange, 
copyrighted 1966 by the United States of 
America Standards Institute, copies of which 
may be purchased from the American Na¬ 
tional Standards Institute. 1430 Broadway. 
New York. N.Y. 10018. 

1. Scope 

1.1 This standard specifies the char¬ 
acter structure and sense of character 
parity for serial-by-bit serial-by-char- 
acter synchronous and asynchronous 
data communication in the USA Stand¬ 
ard Code for Information Interchange 
X3.4-1965 (USASCn). 

1.2 This standard applies to general 
information interchange at the inter¬ 
face between data processing terminal 
equipment (such as data processors, data 
media input-output devices, office ma¬ 
chines) and data communication equip¬ 
ment (such as data sets, modems). 

2. Synchronous Data Communication 

2.1 Standard Character Structure. 
The character structure for synchronous 
data communication shall consist of 8 
bits (7 US ASCII bits plus 1 character 


parity bit) having equal time intervals. 
See figure 1. 

2.2 Standard Sense of Character 
Parity. The sense of character parity for 
synchronous data communication shall 
be odd over the 8 bits, i.e., an odd num¬ 
ber of “1” (marking) bits per character. 

3. Asynchronous Data 
Communication 

3.1 Standard Character Structure. 
The character structure for asynchro¬ 
nous data communication shall consist 
of 10 signal elements having equal time 
intervals; one “0” (spacing) start ele¬ 
ment. 7 USASCn bits, 1 character parity 
bit, and one “1” (marking) stop element. 
The intercharacter interval (the time 
interval between the end of a stop ele¬ 
ment and the beginning of the next start 
element) may be of any length, and is 
of the same sense as the stop element, 
i.e., “1” (marking). See figure 2. 

3.2 Standard Sense of Character Par¬ 
ity. The sense of character parity for 
asynchronous data communication shall 
be even over the 8 bits (7 USASCII bits 
and character parity bit), i.e., an even 
number of “1” (marking) bits per 
character. 

4. Qualifications 

4.1 Some configurations of commu¬ 
nication facilities cannot operate satis¬ 
factorily with the stop element specified 
in the asynchronous character structure 
(3.1). Where this is the case, it is recog¬ 
nized that a stop element of two time in¬ 
tervals is necessary. This exception to 
character structure is intended to pro¬ 
vide relief where character regenerators 
are employed (as on long-haul, multi¬ 
station networks), and its use requires 
prior agreement. 

4.2 Receiving equipments must be 
capable of operation with no interchar¬ 
acter interval. 

4.3 This standard does not specify 
the bit sequence, the bit rate or character 
rate, nor does it apply to parallel-by-bit, 
serial-by-character data communication. 

Figure 1. 
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Seven USASCII Bits 



Note: The order of transmission is from 
left to right. 

Figure 2. 


«-Seven USASCII Bits-*| 

Note: The order of transmission is from 
left to right. 

APPENDIXES 

Note: These appendixes are not a part of 
USA Standard Character Structure and 
Character Parity Sense for Serial-by-Bit Data 
Communication in the USA Standard Code 
for Information Interchange, X3.16-1966, but 
are Included to facilitate its use. 
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APPENDIX A—CRITERIA 
A1. Introduction 

Al.l This appendix contains the criteria 
upon which the character structure and the 
character parity sense were based. Not all 
criteria have been entirely satisfied. Some oX 
these criteria conflict with others, and the 
character structure and the character parity 
sense specified represent accepted com¬ 
promises of these divergent criteria. 

A 1.2 The criteria were drawn primarily 
from communication aspects of information 
interchange; however, processing and media 
recording aspects of information interchange 
were considered. 

A2. Specific Criteria: Character Structure 

Note: Not mutually consistent and not 
listed in order of importance. 

A2.1 One hundred and twenty-eight char¬ 
acters should be uniquely specified. 

A2.2 A single character structure should 
be specified regardless of the transmission 
facility, speed, or modulation technique. 

A2.3 No USASCII character should re¬ 
quire special treatment. 

A2.4 The highest possible character rate 
should be provided. 

A2.5 Each character should contain a 
single character parity bit. 

A2.6 Character structure should cause 
minimum confusion to maintenance and 
operating personnel. 

A2.7 Simple and economic means of error 
checking should be possible. 

A2.8 In asynchronous communication, 
the start and stop signal elements should 
always be of the same duration as the data 
bits. 

A2.9 In asynchronous communication, 
the character structure should contain one 
start and one stop signal element. 

A2.10 In asynchronous communication, 
the character structure should contain more 
than one stop signal element. 

A3. Specific Criteria: Sense of Character Parity 

Note: Not mutually consistent and not 
listed in order of importance. 

A3.1 No USASCII character should re¬ 
quire special treatment. 

A3.2 There should be no restrictions on 
sequences of characters (e.g., Successive 
Nulls, Syncs. Spaces, Zeroes. Deletes). 

A3.3 All characters in the USASCII should 
have the same parity sense (odd or even). 

A3.4 The sense (odd or even) of the 
character parity bit should minimize hard¬ 
ware complexity. 

A3.5 Maximum compatibility should be 
provided with the parity sense requirements 
of the various media. 

A3.6 The sense of the character parity 
should be the same regardless of the data 
transmission technique (e.g., synchronous 
or asynchronous), the transmission facility 
(e.g., bandwidth, distortion), speed, or mod¬ 
ulation technique. 

A3.7 Equipment comjhetely should be 
minimized when alternately handling other 
8-bit codes or a binary bit stream. 

A3.8 Character parity sense should cause 
minimum confusion to maintenance and op¬ 
erating personnel. 

APPENDIX B—DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS 
B1. Introduction 

Bl.l System factors considered in this 
standard are transmission efficiency, relia¬ 
bility. error control, media requirements, 
equipment complexity, maintenance con¬ 
fusion. and transition to and from alternate 
non-USASCII codes or binary bit stream 
data. 

Bi.2 A single character structure could 
not be specified for both asynchronous 
(start-stop) and synchronous data com¬ 


munication. Therefore two character struc¬ 
tures, one for synchronous and one for 
asynchronous communication, are specified. 

B2. Character Structure for Synchronous Data 
Communication 

B2.1 Synchronous data communication 
can be achieved by transmitting only the 7 
information bits for each USASCII character. 
However, the Null and Delete characters of 
USASCII would provide no signal element 
transitions, and successive Null or Delete 
characters would cause self-clocking syn¬ 
chronous 85 ^terns to lose synchronization. To 
overcome this difficulty, either the Null and 
Delete characters require special handling, 
or an eighth signal element must be added 
to each character to assure at least one sig¬ 
nal transition within every USASCII char¬ 
acter. The latter method was determined to 
require less equipment complexity and was 
therefore selected. 

B2.2 Two choices were available for the 
use of the eighth signal element that assures 
at least one transition per character: 

(a) A bit always opposite In value to a 
specified information bit; 

(b) An odd character parity bit. 

The odd character parity bit was selected 
because it also provides a basic method of 
error checking. 

B2.3 All 7 USASCII bits and the odd 
character parity bit were specified to be of 
unit time interval in order to simplify tim¬ 
ing equipment in transmitters, receivers, 
and regenerators. 

B3. Character Structure for Asynchronous Data 
Communication 

B3.1 Asynchronous binary data com¬ 
munication requires that synchronization be 
derived from the signal elements of each 
character. 

B3.2 A straightforward technique for en¬ 
abling character synchronization is to ap¬ 
pend a start signal element and a stop signal 
element to each USASCII character. Al¬ 
though there is no synchronization require¬ 
ment for signal elements in addition to the 
start and stop signal elements, a single 
character parity bit is included to permit a 
simple error check. 

B3.3 The start signal element, the 7 
USASCn bits, the character parity bit. and 
the stop signal element are of the same dura¬ 
tion to simplify the requirements for tim¬ 
ing equipment in transmitters and receivers. 

B3.4 Two choices of character parity 
sense In asynchronous data communication 
were possible: 

(a) Even character parity sense: Permits 
consistent character parity sense when us¬ 
ing perforated tape or edge-punched docu¬ 
ments; facilitates the xise of the Delete 
character as a ’‘timing’' character in elec¬ 
tromechanical control devices: facilitates 
the use of an arbitrary spacing interval to 
turn on motors in asynchronous electro¬ 
mechanical devices: facilitates disconnec¬ 
tion of electromechanical lineswitched asyn¬ 
chronous terminals upon receipt of a timed 
spacing interval. 

(b) Odd character parity sense: Permits 
consistent character parity sense for all data 
transmission; avoids parity sense inversion 
when Interchanging data between synchron¬ 
ous and asynchronous systems; simplifies 
maintenance techniques and documenta¬ 
tion; facilitates the handling of parity sense 
in mixed (synchronous and asynchronous) 
systems. 

B3.5 The question of asynchronous char¬ 
acter parity sense resolves itself into a 
choice between two specific alternatives: 
Even parity sense results in more economical 
punched media electromechanical termi¬ 
nals; odd parity sense is consistent with syn¬ 
chronous data transmission, and results in 
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hardware savings in mixed (synchronous and 
asynchronous) systems. 

The conclusion reached is that the eco¬ 
nomic advantage of even parity sense in 
electromechanical asynchronous equipment 
outweighs the advantage which consistent 
parity sense provides in mixed data com¬ 
munication systems. 

Note: Federal Information Processing 
Standards Publications are issued by the 
National Bureau of Standards under the 
direction of the Bureau of the Budget in 
accordance with the provisions of Public 
Law 89-306 and Bureau of the Budget Cir¬ 
cular No. A-86. 

PROPOSED STANDARD FOR CHARAC¬ 
TER STRUCTURE AND CHARACTER 
PARITY SENSE FOR PARALLEL-BY¬ 
BIT DATA COMMUNICATION IN 
THE CODE FOR INFORMATION 
INTERCHANGE. 

Name of standard. Character Struc¬ 
ture and Character Parity Sense for 
Parallel-By-Bit Data Communication in 
the Code for Information Interchange. 

Category of standard. Hardware 
Standard. Transmission. 

Explanation. This standard specifies 
the channel assignment for transmitting 
the Standard Code for Information In¬ 
terchange (PIPS 1) in parallel-by-bit, 
serial-by-character data transmission. 
Included in the standard is the position 
of the character parity bit. 

Approving authority. Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Maintenance agency. Department of 
Commerce. National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards (Center for Computer Sciences and 
Technology). 

Cross index. 

a. USA Standard X3.25-1968, Charac¬ 
ter Structure and Character Parity 
Sense for Parallel-by-Bit Data Com¬ 
munication in the USA Standard Code 
for Information Interchange. 

b. FIPS Publication 1, Code for In¬ 
formation Interchange. 

c. FIPS Publication 7, Implementation 
of the Code for Information Interchange 
and Related Media Standards. 

Applicability. Applicable to the trans¬ 
mission of the Standard Code in a paral¬ 
lel bit form at the interface between 
Data Terminal Equipment and Data 
Communications Equipment. Data ter¬ 
minal equipments transmitting an ap¬ 
proved Federal subset of FIPS 1 are not 
precluded. Information concerning the 
use <of the standard in Federal telecom¬ 
munications systems may be obtained 
from the Manager, NCS, Attention: 
NCS-O. Washington, D.C. 20305. 

Implementation schedule. All data 
processing terminal equipment and data 
communication equipment which utilize 
the FIPS 1 code and which is brought 
into the Federal inventory 6 months after 
the publication of this FIPS Publication 
must be in conformance with this stand¬ 
ard unless there is reason to initiate the 
waiver procedure as described in FIPS 
Publication 7. 

Specifications. This standard adopts in 
whole the USA Standard for Character 
Structure and Character Parity Sense 
for Parallel-by-Bit Data Communication 
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in the USA Standard Code for Informa¬ 
tion Interchange, USA Standard X3.25- 
1968, which was developed and approved 
by the USA Standards Institute. 

Qualifications. This standard does not 
specify character synchronizing tech¬ 
nique, the character rate, nor does it 
apply to serial-by-bit, serial-by-charac¬ 
ter data communication. Other standards 
will prescribe the additional technical 
parameters to assist in the integration of 
data processing and data communica¬ 
tions systems. 

Where to obtain copies of the specifica¬ 
tions of the standard. 

a. Federal Government activities 

should obtain copies from established 
sources within each agency. When there 
is no established source, purchase orders 
should be submitted to the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration, Specifications Ac¬ 
tivity, Printed Materials Supply Division, 
Building 197, Naval Weapons Plant, 
Washington, D.C. 20407. Refer to Federal 
Information Processing Standard Num¬ 
ber _ (FIPS _), (Price — 

cents a copy). 

b. Others may obtain copies from the 
American National Standards Institute, 
Inc. (formerly United States of America 
Standards Institute), 1430 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 10018. Refer to USA 
Standard X3.25-1968, “Character Struc¬ 
ture and Character Parity Sense for 
Parallel-By-Bit Data Communication in 
the USA Standard Code for Information 
Interchange/' (Price $2.25 a copy. Dis¬ 
counts available on quantity orders. See 
USASI catalog.) 

USA STANDARD FOR CHARACTER 

STRUCTURE AND CHARACTER PAR¬ 
ITY SENSE FOR PARALLEL-BY-BIT 

DATA COMMUNICATION IN THE 

USA STANDARD CODE FOR INFOR¬ 
MATION INTERCHANGE 

Note: This material is reproduced from 
USA Standard X3.25-1968. Character Struc¬ 
ture and Character Parity Sense for Parallei- 
by-Bit Data Communication in the USA 
Standard Code for Information Interchange, 
copyrighted 1969 by the United States of 
America Standards Institute, copies of which 
may be purchased from the American Na¬ 
tional Standards Institute, 1430 Broadway, 
New York. N.Y. 10018. 

1. Scope 

1.1 This standard specifies the char¬ 
acter structure and sense of character 
parity for parallel-by-bit, serial-by- 
character, data communication in the 
USA Standard Code for Information In¬ 
terchange, X3.4-1968 (USASCII). 

1.2 This standard applies to general 
information interchange at the interface 
between data processing terminal equip¬ 
ment (such as data processors, data me¬ 
dia input-output devices, office machines) 
and data communication equipment 
(such as data sets, modems). 

2. Standard Character Structure 

The character structure shall consist 
of 8 bits, i.e., 7 USASCII bits plus 1 
character parity bit. 


3. Standard Bit-to-Channel 
Relationship 

The 7 USASCH bits (bi through \h) 
plus the character parity bit (P) shall be 
assigned to an ordered series of channel 
designators as follows: bi to the lowest 
designator, and in ascending order, with 
P to the highest designator. 

USASCn Bit: b> b^ b 8 b 4 b ; b* b, P. 
Channel: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8. 

4. Standard Sense of Character Parity 

4.1 Where the transmission system is 
of the type where character timing is not 
separately signaled, the sense of the 
character parity shall be ODD; that is, 
the parity bit for each character shall be 
such that there are an odd number of 
“1” (marking) bits in the character. 

4.2 Where the transmission system is 
of the type providing character timing 
information by means of a separate tim¬ 
ing channel, the sense of the character 
parity shall be EVEN; that is, the parity 
bit for each character shall be such that 
there are an even number of “1° (mark¬ 
ing) bits in the character. 

APPENDIXES 

Note: These appendixes are not part of 
USA Standard Character Structure and 
Character Parity Sense for Parallel-by-Bit 
Data Communication In the USA Standard 
Code for Information Interchange. X3.25>- 
1968, but is included to facilitate its use. 

APPENDIX A—CRITERIA 
Al. Introduction 

Al.l This appendix contains the criteria 
upon which the character structure, bit-to- 
channel relationship, and the character par¬ 
ity sense were based. Not all criteria have 
been entirely satisfied. Some of these criteria 
conflict with others, and the character 
structure and the character parity sense 
specified represent compromises among these 
divergent criteria. 

A1.2 Criteria were drawn from communi¬ 
cation aspects of information interchange 
as well as processing and media recording 
aspects of Information interchange. 

A2. Specific Criteria—Character Structure and Bit- 
to-Channel Relationship (Neither Mutually Con¬ 
sistent Nor Listed In Order of Importance). 

A2.1 One hundred and twenty-eight char¬ 
acters should be uniquely specified. 

A2.2 A single character structure should 
be specified regardless of the transmission 
facility, speed, or modulation technique. 

A2.3 No USASCII character should re¬ 
quire special treatment. 

A2.4 The highest possible character rate 
should be provided. 

A2.5 The character structure for parallel- 
by-bit communication should be consistent 
with that for serial-by-bit communication. 

A2.6 Each character should contain a 
single character parity bit. 

A2.7 The character structure should 
cause minimum confusion to maintenance 
and operating personnel. 

A2.8 Simple and economic means of 
error checking should be possible. 

A2.9 The character structure should be 
independent of the transmission technique, 
e g., fixed or random character rates. 

A2.10 The character structure should be 
independent of the existence of a timing 
channel. 


A3. Specific Criteria—Sense of Character Parity 

(Neither Mutually Consistent Nor Listed in Order 

of Importance) 

A3.1 No USASCII character should re¬ 
quire special treatment. 

A3.2 There should be no restrictions on 
sequences of characters, e g., successive Null. 
Sync. Space, Zero, or Delete characters. 

A3.3 All characters in the USASCII 
should have the same parity sense (odd or 
even). 

A3.4 The sense (odd or even) of the 
character parity bit should minimize hard¬ 
ware complexity. 

A3.5 Maximum compatibility should be 
provided with the parity sense requirements 
of the various media. 

A3.6 The sense of the character parity 
should be the same regardless of the data 
transmission technique, the transmission 
facility, speed, or modulation technique. 

A3.7 Equipment complexity should be 
minimized when alternately handling other 
codes or random binary data. 

A3.8 The character parity sense should 
cause minimum confusion to maintenance 
and operating personnel. 

A3.9 The character parity sense should 
not preclude any transmission techniques. 

APPENDIX B—DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS 
BI. Introduction 

System factors considered in this stand¬ 
ard are transmission efficiency, reliability 
error control, media requirements, equip¬ 
ment complexity, maintenance confusion, 
and transition to and from alternate non- 
USASCII codes or randon binary data. 

B2. Character Structure and Bit-to-Channel 
Relationship 

B2.1 The overriding consideration affect¬ 
ing the choice of character structure is com¬ 
patibility with serial-by-bit data commu¬ 
nication in order to minimize confusion. An 
eight bit character structure (7 USASCII bits 
and parity) satisfies this requirement as well 
as all other criteria. 

B2.2 The overriding consideration affect¬ 
ing the assignment of the bits to the chan¬ 
nels is the need for a simple and orderly 
relationship. This requirement and all other 
criteria ore satisfied by a b, to channel 1, b, 
to channel 2. etc., relationship. 

B3. Sense of Character Parity 

The choice of character parity sense, odd 
or even, involves a choice between clearly 
conflicting sets of criteria. Consistency with 
the standard for serial-by-bit data commu¬ 
nication, USAS X3.16-1966, cannot resolve 
this choice since that standard specifies even 
parity sense for asynchronous transmission 
and odd parity sense for synchronous 
transmission. 

Essentially, the remaining criteria present 
a choice between: 

(1) Media consistency with punched paper 
tape in such a way as to facilitate the use of 
the same equipment for handling binary 
data and other codes (argument for even 
parity). 

(2) Providing the basis for recovery of 
character timing (i.e., detecting character 
presence) from the data alone (argument for 
odd parity). 

Since it is envisioned that one of these two 
considerations will become controlling in a 
distinct system, the standard sense of parity 
was chosen as different for the two types of 
systems based on presence or absence of a 
separate timing channel. 

(F.R. Doc. 70-1109; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:45 a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

ENRICHED CORN GRITS DEVIATING 
FROM IDENTITY STANDARD 

Temporary Permit for Market Testing 

Pursuant to § 10.5 (21 CFR 10.5) con¬ 
cerning temporary permits for market 
testing foods deviating from the require¬ 
ments of standards of identity promul¬ 
gated pursuant to section '*01 (21 U.S.C. 
341) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, notice Is given that a tem¬ 
porary permit has been issued to The 
Agricultural Research Service, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture. Washington. 
D.C. 20250. This permit covers interstate 
marketing tests of enriched corn grits 
deviating from the standard of identity 
for enriched com grits (21 CFR 15.514). 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
will assume possession of th* food at the 
point of manufacture and will be respon¬ 
sible for its introduction into interstate 
commerce. The marketing is to take place 
pursuant to a study being conducted by 
the sponsor through the Food Donation 
Program and the Supplementary Feed¬ 
ing Program. 

The enriched corn grits will contain 
100 (±20) milligrams of reduced iron 
(Fe) per pound of food. Nutrients, with 
the exception of iron, will be added as 
specified in § 15.514(a). 

This permit expires January 23, 1971. 

Dated: January 23 1970. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1166; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970: 

8:45 a.m.) 


3- E 2-13,5 - DIMETHYL - 2 - OXOCYCLO- 
HEXYD-2-HYDROXYETHYL1 GLU- 

TARIMIDE 

Notice of Establishment of Temporary 
Tolerance 

At the request of the Upjohn Co., Kala¬ 
mazoo. Mich. 49001, a temporary toler¬ 
ance is established for residues of the 
plant abscission agent 3-F2-(3,5-di- 
methyl-2-oxocyclohexyl)-2-hydroxyeth- 
yll glutarimide in or on the raw agricul¬ 
tural commodity oranges at 0.05 part per 
million. The Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs has determined that this tempo¬ 
rary tolerance is safe and will protect 
the public health. 

A condition under which this tempo¬ 
rary tolerance is established is that the 
plant abscission agent will be used in 
accordance with the temporary permit 
issued by the U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture. Distribution will be under the 
Upjohn Co. name. 

This temporary tolerance expires 
January 23, 1971. 

This action is taken pursuant to provi¬ 
sions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(j). 68 Stat. 516; 
21 U.S.C. 346a(j)) and under authority 


delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 

2 . 120 ). 

Dated: January 23.1970. * 

Sam D. Fine, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

(F.R. Doc. 70-1169; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:45 a.m.| 


GIBBERELLIC ACID 

Notice of Establishment of Temporary 

Tolerance for Pesticide Chemical 

Notice is given that at the request of 
Elanco Products Co., Div. of Eli Lilly & 
Co., Indianapolis, Ind. 46206. a temporary 
tolerance of 0.15 part per million is es¬ 
tablished for negligible residues of the 
plant regulator gibberellic acid in or on 
the raw agricultural commodity sugar¬ 
cane. The Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs has determined that this tempo¬ 
rary tolerance will protect the public 
health. 

A condition under which this tempo¬ 
rary tolerance is established is that the 
plant regulator will be used in accordance 
with the temporary permit issued by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture. Distri¬ 
bution will be under the Elanco Products 
Co. name. 

This temporary tolerance expires Jan¬ 
uary 23,1971. 

This action is taken pursuant to provi¬ 
sions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408<j), 68 Stat. 512; 
21 U.S.C. 346a(j)) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2 . 120 ). 

Dated: January 23, 1970. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1172; Filed, Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:45 a.m.) 


DR. MAYFIELD LABORATORIES 

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additives 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409 
(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(bX). the 
following notice is issued: 

In accordance with § 121.52 With- 
draival of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52). Dr. Mayfield Labora¬ 
tories, 1209 South Main Street. Charles 
City, Iowa 50616, has withdrawn its peti¬ 
tion (6-844V), notice of which was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of Decem¬ 
ber 21, 1967 (32 F.R. 20669), proposing 
the issuance of a food additive regulation 
to provide for the safe use of sodium 
arsanilate in the drinking water of tur¬ 
keys as a growth stimulant and for the 
prevention and control of blackhead. 

Dated: January 23, 1970. 

R. E. Duggan, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1170; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:45 a.m.) 


INDUSTRIAL BIO-TEST LABORATORIES, 
INC. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additives 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409 
(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b> 
(5)), notice is given that a petition <FAP 
0H2495) has been filed by Industrial Bio- 
Test Laboratories, Inc., 1810 Frontage 
Road, Northbrook, Ill. 60062, proposing 
that § 121.1155 Chemicals for the con¬ 
trol of micro-organisms in cane-sugar 
mills (21 CFR 121.1155) be amended to 
provide for the safe use of a com¬ 
bination of ethylenediamine. disodium 
ethylenebisdithiocarbamate, and sodium 
dimethyldithiocarbamate to control 
micro-organisms in cane-sugar and beet- 
sugar mills. 

Dated: January 23,1970. 

R. E. Duggan, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for CompliaJice. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1171; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:45 a.m.) 

DEPARTMENT OF 
' TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

[CGFR 69-141) 

EQUIPMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND 
MATERIALS 

Approval Notice 

1. Certain laws and regulations (46 
CFR, Chapter I) require that various 
items of lifesaving, firefighting and mis¬ 
cellaneous equipment, construction, and 
materials used on board vessels subject to 
Coast Guard inspection, on certain mo¬ 
torboats and other recreational vessels, 
and on the artificial islands and fixed 
structures on the outer Continental Shelf 
be of types approved by the Comman¬ 
dant. U.S. Coast Guard. The purpose of 
this document is to notify all interested 
persons that certain approvals have been 
granted as herein described during the 
period from October 28, 1969, to Novem¬ 
ber 10. 1969 (List No. 31-69>. These ac¬ 
tions were taken in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in 46 CFR 2.75-1 to 
2.75-50. 

2 . The statutory authority for equip¬ 
ment, construction, and material ap¬ 
provals is generally set forth in sections 
367. 375, 390b, 416, 481, 489, 526p, and 
1333 of title 46. United States Code, sec¬ 
tion 1333 of title 43, United States Code, 
and section 198 of title 50, United States 
Code. The Secretary of Transportation 
has delegated authority to the Comman¬ 
dant, U.S. Coast Guard with respect to 
these approvals (49 CFR 1.4 (a) (2) and 
(g >). The specifications prescribed by the 
Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard for cer¬ 
tain types of equipment, construction 
and materials are set forth in 46 CFR, 
Parts 160 to 164. 

3. The approvals listed in this docu¬ 
ment shall be in effect for a period of 5 
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years from the date of issuance, unless 
sooner canceled or suspended by proper 
authority. 

Signals, Distress, Hand Red Flare, tor 
Merchant Vessels 

Approval No. 160.021/7/0, Bristol Ma¬ 
rine hand red flare distress signal, 500 
candlepower, 2 minutes burning time, 
dwg. No. 506 revised May 14,1958, manu¬ 
factured by Bristol Flare Corp., State 
Road, Bristol, Pa. 19007, for Olin Corp., 
East Alton, Ill. 62024, effective Novem¬ 
ber 5,1969. 

Lifeboats for Merchant Vessels 

Approval No. 160.035/97/6, 22.0' x 
7.5' x 3.17' steel, motorpropelled 
(diesel) lifeboat, without radio cabin or 
searchlight (.Class 1), 29-person capac¬ 
ity, identified by general arrangement 
and construction dwg. No. 22-002-01, 
sheet 1 (formerly No. 58-2219-C), Rev. A, 
dated October 30, 1969. 46 CFR 160.035- 
13(c) Marking. Weights: Condition 
•*A”=3,598 pounds; Condition “B’=9,302 
pounds, manufactured by Lane Lifeboat 
& Davit Corp., 150 Sullivan Street, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11231, effective Novem¬ 
ber 7, 1969. (It supersedes Approval No. 
160.035/97/5, dated April 29, 1966, to 
show change in construction.) 

Signals, Distress, Hand, Orange Smoke, 
for Merchant Vessels 

Approval No. 160.037/13/0, Bristol Ma¬ 
rine hand orange smoke distress signal, 
dwg. No. 600 revised June 2, 1958, manu¬ 
factured by Bristol Flare Corp., State 
Road, Bristol. Pa. 19007, for Olin Corp., 
East Alton, HI. 62024, effective Novem¬ 
ber 5,1969. 

Buoyant Cushions, Unicellular Plastic 
Foam 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A. 1, or 2 not carrying passengers for 
hire. 

Approval No. 160.049/65/0, group ap¬ 
proval for rectangular and trapezoidal 
unicellular plastic foam buoyant cush¬ 
ions, U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 
160.049, sizes to be as per Table 160.049- 
4(c)(1), manufactured by Elvin Salow 
Co., 273-285 Congress Street, Boston, 
Mass. 02210, effective November 5, 1969. 
(It is an extension of Approval No. 
160.049/65/0, dated Jan. 6. 1965.) 

Approval No. 160.049/80/0, special ap¬ 
proval 18" x 14" x 2 1 / 2 ” rectangular 
vinyl-dipped unicellular plastic foam 
buoyant cushion, dwg. No. BC-2, revi¬ 
sion 2, dated April 2, 1969, manufactured 
by Martin Industries, Post Office Box 
423, Clayton, Ala. 36016, for Diversified 
Products Corp., 309 Williamson Avenue, 
Opelika, Ala. 36801, effective November 3, 
1969. 

Approval No. 160.049/81/0, special ap¬ 
proval 15" x 15" x 31 / 2 " rectangular 
vinyl-dipped unicellular plastic foam 
buoyant cushion, dwg. No. BC-1, revision 
2, dated April 2, 1969, manufactured by 
Martin Industries, Post Office Box 423, 
Clayton, Ala. 36016, for Diversified Prod¬ 
ucts Corp., 309 Williamson Avenue, Ope¬ 
lika, Ala. 36801, effective November 3, 
1969. 


Approval No. 160.049/82/0, special ap¬ 
proval 15" x 15" x 2 7 / 8 ” rectangular 
vinyl-dipped unicellular plastic foam 
buoyant cushion, dwg. No. BC-2D, re¬ 
vision 1, dated April 2, 1969, manufac¬ 
tured by Martin Industries, Post Office 
Box 423, Clayton, Ala. 36016, for Diversi¬ 
fied Products Corp., 309 Williamson Ave¬ 
nue, Opelika, Ala. 36801, effective No¬ 
vember 3, 1969. 

Buoyant Vests, Unicellular Plastic 
Foam, Adult and Child 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A, 1, or 2 not carrying passengers for 
lii re. 

Approval No. 160.052/396/0, Type II. 
Model No. 700, adult, molded vinyl-dipped 
unicellular plastic foam buoyant vest, 
dwg. No. 5581-DA, revision dated Feb¬ 
ruary 1, 1968, manufactured by Martin 
Industries, Post Office Box 423, Clayton, 
Ala. 36016, for Diversified Products Corp., 
309 Williamson Avenue, Opelika, Ala. 
36801, effective November 3, 1969. 

Approval No. 160.052/397/0, Type II, 
Model No. 690, child medium molded 
vinyl-dipped unicellular plastic foam 
buoyant vest, dwg. No. 5622-BA, revision 
dated February 1, 1968, manufactured by 
Martin Industries, Post Office Box 423, 
Clayton, Ala. 36016, for Diversified Prod¬ 
ucts Corp., 309 Williamson Avenue, 
Opelika, Ala. 36801, effective November 3, 
1969. 

Approval No. 160.052/398/0, Type II, 
Model No. 680, child small, molded vinyl- 
dipped unicellular plastic foam buoyant 
vest. dwg. No. 5623-BA, revision dated 
February 1, 1968, manufactured by Mar¬ 
tin Industries, Post Office Box 423, Clay¬ 
ton, Ala. 36016, for Diversified Products 
Corp., 309 Williamson Avenue, Opelika, 
Ala. 36801, effective November 3, 1969. 

Approval No. 160.052/399/0, Type II, 
Model AD, adult vinyl-dipped unicellular 
plastic foam buoyant vest, Crawford dwg. 
No. 25A, dated November 1, 1969, and 
Bill of Materials, dated December 10, 
1963, manufactured by Crawford Manu¬ 
facturing Co., Inc., Third and Decatur 
Streets, Richmond, Va. 23212, effective 
November 5, 1969. 

Approval No. 160.052/400/0, Type II, 
Model AD, adult vinyl-dipped unicellular 
plastic foam buoyant vest, Crawford dwg. 
No. 25A, dated November 1, 1969, and 
Bill of Materials, dated December 10, 
1963, manufactured by Crawford Manu¬ 
facturing Co., Inc.. Third and Decatur 
Streets, Richmond, Va. 23212, for Mont¬ 
gomery Ward & Co., Inc., 619 West Chi¬ 
cago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60610, effective 
November 5, 1969. 

Kits, First-Aid, For Inflatable 
Liferafts 

Approval No. 160.054/4/1, Model M-3 
first-aid kit for inflatable liferafts, dwg. 
dated December 29, 1964, manufactured 
by E. D. Bullard Co., 2680 Bridgeway. 
Sausalito, Calif. 94965, effective Novem¬ 
ber 5, 1969. (It is an extension of Ap¬ 
proval No. 160.054/4/1, dated Jan. 12, 
1965.) 


Safety Valves (Power Boilers) 

Approval No. 162.001/131/2, series 
VMX-310, carbon steel body duplex pop 
safety valve, exposed spring, maximum 
pressure 415 p.s.i., maximum tempera¬ 
ture 650° F., dwg. No. F-145, Rev. A, 
dated October 17, 1969, approved for 
sizes 2". 2%", 3", and 4", manufactured 
by J. E. Lonergan Co., Red Lion and Ver- 
ree Roads, Philadelphia, Pa. 19115, effec¬ 
tive November 4, 1969. (It reinstates and 
supersedes Approval No. 162.001/131/1, 
dated Oct. 6, 1964, to show revision and 
change of address of manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 162.001/132/2, series 
VMX-410. carbon steel body duplex pop 
safety valve, exposed spring, maximum 
pressure 600 p.s.i., maximum tempera¬ 
ture 650° F., dwg. No. F-145. Rev. A, 
dated October 17, 1969. approved for 
sizes 2", 2Wt 3", and 4", manufactured 
by J. E. Lonergan Co., Red Lion and Ver- 
ree Roads, Philadelphia, Pa. 19115, ef¬ 
fective November 4, 1969. (It reinstates 
and supersedes Approval No. 162.001/ 
132/1, dated Oct. 6. 1964, to show revi¬ 
sion and change of address of manu¬ 
facturer.) 

Approval No. 162.001/133/2, series 
VMX-510, carbon steel body duplex pop 
safety valve, exposed spring, maximum 
pressure 600 p.s.i., maximum tempera¬ 
ture 650° F., dwg. No. F-145, Rev. A, 
dated October 17, 1969, approved for 
sizes 2" and 2&", manufactured by J. E. 
Lonergan Co., Red Lion and Verree 
Roads. Philadelphia, Pa. 19115, effec¬ 
tive November 4, 1969. (It reinstates and 
supersedes Approval No. 162.001/133/1, 
dated Oct. 6, 1964, to show revision and 
change of address of manufacturer.) 

Pressure Vacuum Relief Valves and 
Spill Valves for Tank Vessels 

Approval No. 162.017/64/4, figure No. 
100 pressure-vacuum relief valve, atmos¬ 
pheric pattern, weight-loaded poppets, 
bronze, nickel cast iron or stainless steel 
body, dwg. No. 100-A, Rev. 2, dated April 
7. 1969, approved for sizes 2Vi", 3", 4", 
5", 6". 8", 10", and 12", manufactured 
by Mechanical Marine Co., Inc., 45-15 
37th Street, Long Island City, N.Y. 11101, 
effective November 3.1969. (It supersedes 
Approval No. 162.017/64/3, dated July 
15, 1969 to show approval of 5" size.) 

Incombustible Materials for Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval No. 164.009/25/0, “J-M Six- 
Pound Reinforced Asbestos Paper”, as¬ 
bestos paper type incombustible mate¬ 
rial identical to that described in Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards Test Report 
No. TG10210-1643:FP2833, dated Octo¬ 
ber 13, 1949, approved in a weight of 6 
pounds per 100 square feet, manu¬ 
factured by Johns-Manville Sales Corp., 
22 East 40th Street, New York, N.Y. 
10016, effective November 10, 1969. (It is 
an extension of Approval No. 164.009/ 
25/0. dated Nov. 13. 1964.) 

Approval No. 164.009/126/0, “Reef 
Hullboard” fibrous glass cloth faced 
thermal insulation board type incom- 
bustile material identical to that de¬ 
scribed in National Bureau of Standards 
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Test Report No. TG10210-2185:FR 3722, 
dated October 21, 1969, and Reef Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., letter dated June 6. 1969, ap¬ 
proved In a density of 4.48 pounds per 
cubic foot, manufactured by Reef Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., 4735 River Road, Post Office 
Box 23221, New Orleans, La. 70123, ef¬ 
fective October 28, 1969. 

Dated: January 23, 1970. 

P. E. Trimble, 

Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard , 
Acting Commandant. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1210; Piled, Jan. 29. 1970: 

8:48 a.m.l 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Dockets Nos. 18782,18783; FCC 70-54] 

MARTIN LAKE BROADCASTING CO. 

AND CLANTON BROADCASTING 

CORP. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 

Designating Applications for Con¬ 
solidated Hearing on Stated Issues 

In regard applications of Martin Lake 
Broadcasting Co., Alexander City, Ala., 
File No. BP-17280, requests: 1590 kc., 
1 kw., day; and Clanton Broadcasting 
Corp., Clanton, Ala., File No. BP-17687, 
requests: 1590 kc., 1 kw., day, for con¬ 
struction permits. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration (a) the above-captioned 
mutually exclusive applications; (b) a 
petition to deny the Clanton proposal 
filed by Southeastern Broadcasting Co., 
Inc. (hereafter WKLF), licensee of Sta¬ 
tions WKLF and WEZZ-FM, Clanton, 
Ala.; (c) a petition to deny the Clanton 
proposal filed by Martin Lake Broad¬ 
casting Co.; and (d) pleadings in oppo¬ 
sition and reply thereto. 

2. WKLF claims standing on the 
ground that the proposed Clanton sta¬ 
tion would cause economic injury to its 
station by competing with it (WKLF) for 
listeners and revenue. Since Clanton 
Broadcasting’s proposal would be lo¬ 
cated within the service area of peti¬ 
tioner’s station, the Commission finds 
that WKLF has standing as a party in 
interest within the meaning of section 
309(d) (1) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.580(i) of the 
Commission’s rules. FCC v. Sanders 
Brothers Radio Station, 309 U.S. 470, 9 
RR 2008 (1940). 

3. As grounds for its petition to deny, 
WKLF states that (1) a grant of the 
Clanton application cannot be made 
without violating § 73.35 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules; (2) the applicant is not 
financially qualified; and (3) the appli¬ 
cation was not filed in good faith, that it 
is in fact a strike application, and the 


parties responsible for it are individuals 
other than those mentioned in its appli¬ 
cation. In support of (1), the petitioner 
states that Clanton’s officers, directors, 
and stockholders are W. Royce Faulkner, 
who is general manager of Station 
WNUZ, Talladega, Ala., George Faulkner, 
who is the father of W. Royce Faulkner 
and w'orks and resides in Alexander City, 
Ala., and Henry D. Waites, who is sales 
manager of Station WRFS, Alexander 
City. WKLF also points out that the 
principals of Radio Alabama. Inc., li¬ 
censee of Station WNUZ, are James L. 
Coley. Charles H. Whatley, James W. 
Whatley, Sam S. Wilbanks, and Julia C. 
Duncan, each of whom, according to the 
petitioner, owns 20 percent of Elmore 
Service Corp., licensee of Station WETU, 
Wetumpka, Ala. Moreover, states WKLF, 
James L. Coley, Julia C. Duncan, and 
Thomas D. Russell own all of the out¬ 
standing stock of Piedmont Service Corp., 
licensee of Stations WRFS (AM & FM), 
Alexander City. 

4. Based on the foregoing. WKLF con¬ 
tends that a grant of the Clanton appli¬ 
cation would violate § 73.35 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules due to the mutual overlap 
of the 1.0 mv/m contours of the proposed 
facility and Station WETU, Wetumpka, 
Ala. It claims that there is a direct con¬ 
trolling relationship between the appli¬ 
cant, WETU, Station WNUZ, Talladega, 
Ala., and Station WRFS, Alexander City, 
Ala. Thus, according to WKLF, the em¬ 
ployee relationship of W. Royce Faulkner 
with WNUZ and Henry D. Waites with 
WRFS, and the common ownership be¬ 
tween these stations and WETU, gives 
rise to a multiple ownership issue. The 
petitioner also cites items of conversation 
between James H. Dennis, vice president 
and general manager of its stations and 
James Whatley, general manager of Sta¬ 
tions WRFS (AM & FM), which, claims 
the petitioner, support its claim of a di¬ 
rect controlling relationship between the 
principals of Station WETU and the ap¬ 
plicant, in violation of 5 73.35. Martin 
Lake in its petition also outlines the fore¬ 
going ownership information and sug¬ 
gests a § 73.35 multiple ownership issue. 

5. In its opposition to the petition, 
Clanton furnishes an affidavit stating 
that none of its officers, directors, or 
stockholders have any other broadcast 
interests, and also affidavits from all of 
the principals of Stations WETU, 
WRFS, and WNUZ stating that none of 
them have any ownership interests in 
Clanton Broadcasting and that the 
entire pleading is based upon suspicion 
and conjecture. Clanton also asserts 
that the WKLF petition is fatally defec¬ 
tive in that it fails to comply with the 
provisions of § 1.680(1) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, and § 309(d) (1) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
in that it “• • • contains no affidavits, 
whatever, nor are there any matters of 
which the Commission may take official 
notice, that could possibly support the 


conclusions advanced by Southeastern.” 1 
Clanton also opposes the Martin Lake 
petition, taking issue with its allegations 
and also claiming that the parts thereof 
included by reference to the WKLF 
petition are defective. 

6. In this case, the principals of Sta¬ 
tions WNUZ. WRFS. and WETU are 
practically identical. These stations 
form a chain of 1 mv/m overlap with 
each other and with the applicant, by 
virtue of a small 1 mv/m overlap be¬ 
tween the proposal and Station WETU. 
It appears that there is no violation of 
the duopoly rule (§ 73.35(a)) because 
none of the Clanton principals have any 
ownership interest or control over 
WETU. On the other hand, the Com¬ 
mission has long been concerned with 
the potential impairment of competition 
which might ensue if individuals are 
permitted to maintain cross-interests in 
two facilities in the same broadcast serv¬ 
ice serving substantially the same area. 
See Shenandoah Life Insurance Com¬ 
pany. 19 RR 1 (1959) and K & M Broad¬ 
casters, Inc., FCC 69Rr-407, 17 RR 2d 543 
(rel. Oct. 7, 1969) . In this case there is a 
significant amount of overlap of the 
general service areas of WNUZ, WRFS, 
and the proposal. Thus, it is necessary 
to consider the positions of W. Royce 
Faulkner and of Henry D. Waites, listed 
as general manager and sales manager, 
respectively, with Stations WNUZ and 
WRFS inasmuch as this cross interest 
policy is not predicated upon the exer¬ 
cise of working control over the existing 
facility, but extends to principals of an 
applicant who also have some meaning¬ 
ful relationship with the existing fa¬ 
cility. Since it is impossible to determine 
the precise nature of these relationships 
in this case, an appropriate issue will be 
specified. 

7. As pointed out by WKLF, approxi¬ 
mately 1 month after Clanton tendered 
its application the frequency of 1550 kilo¬ 
cycles was available, as well as 1590 kilo¬ 
cycles, but notwithstanding tills the ap¬ 
plicant pursued its application for 1590 


1 WKLF subsequently, on June 19. 1967. 
filed an affidavit of James H. Dennis, vice 
president, director, and 33& percent stock¬ 
holder of Southeastern Broadcasting, stating 
that M • • • I am familiar with the contents 
of said ‘Petition to Deny’; and that the 
matters and things stated are true to my 
own knowledge, save and except those mat¬ 
ters therein stated on information and be¬ 
lief, and as to those I believe them to be 
true." Since the provisions of the rules and 
the Act cited by Clanton require that alle¬ 
gations of fact shall be supported by affi¬ 
davit of a person or persons with personal 
knowledge thereof (emphasis added) and. 
moreover, petitioner does not indicate which 
matters it refers to in each instance, the 
pleading is technically defective. In any 
case. It is not necessary to rely on WKLF’s 
pleadings, as is Indicated in our findings 
herein, which are grounded on Martin Lake's 
petition and matters of which we can take 
official notice. 
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so that it was mutually exclusive with the 
application of Martin Lake Broadcast¬ 
ing. Clanton denies WKLF’s contention 
that Clanton's proposal is a '‘strike” ap¬ 
plication, with an affidavit of its presi¬ 
dent stating that the sole purpose of the 
filing of the application was to own and 
operate a station at Clanton, and affi¬ 
davits of Messrs. Faulkner and Waites 
swearing that none of them “own any 
interest in any broadcast station.” Clan¬ 
ton also maintains that although the 
conflicting application for 1550 kc. < BP- 
17436, for Prattville, Ala.) was dismissed 
on March 22. 1967 (public notice on 
Mar. 23, 1967), it (Clanton) had already 
made its decision to file on 1590 kc. and, 
moreover, it faced a March 30, 1967, 
cutoff date with Martin Lake for that 
frequency. Additionally, Clanton con¬ 
tends that prior to the filing of its ap¬ 
plication it had doubts as to whether 
the proposal of Martin Lake would pro¬ 
vide the required city coverage, in which 
case its prospects of success against Mar¬ 
tin Lake for 1590 kc. would naturally be 
enhanced. 

8. Also requesting a “strike” applica¬ 
tion or “good faith” issue, Martin Lake 
observes that the Clanton application 
was filed the day before the cutoff 
date of its application by persons asso¬ 
ciated with Stations WNTJZ and WRFS. 
This petitioner also refers to conversa¬ 
tions between W. Royce Faulkner and 
certain Clanton residents and business 
persons which, according to Martin 
Lake, show that the Clanton application 
was not filed in good faith but rather as 
a “strike” application. In an opposition 
to this petition Clanton states that it 
falls far short of the showing required 
by section 309 of the Communications 
Act, as amended, and § 1.580 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 2 * 4 5 Referring to the affidavit 
which Martin Lake filed as evidence of 
the aforementioned conversations, Clan¬ 
ton categorically denies, with support¬ 
ing affidavits, petitioner’s allegations that 
Mr. Faulkner made the statements, and 
argues the unlikelihood of Mr. Faulkner’s 
making such statements under the cir¬ 
cumstances. Finally. Clanton argues 
at some length that it was not feasible, 
contrary to suggestions in Martin Lake’s 
pleadings, for Clanton to switch its pro¬ 
posal to the other frequency (1550 kc.). 

9. Clanton’s foregoing contentions 
notwithstanding, It must be concluded 
that there are substantial unresolved 
questions concerning the real motives 
and purposes of the applicant in the 
preparation and filing of its application. 
The Commission has held that irrespec¬ 
tive of a finding of intent to construct, 
an application can be denied where there 
exists an improper motive in the filing 
of the application, “such as a desire to 
impede, obstruct or delay grant of an¬ 
other application.” Capitol Broadcasting 


* “(A petition to deny) shall contain spe¬ 
cific allegations of fact sufficient to show 

• * * that a grant of the application would 
be prlma facie inconsistent with (the public 
interest) * • * Such allegations of fact 
shall, except for those of which official notice 
may be taken, be supported by affidavit of a 
person or persons with personal knowledge 
thereof. M 


Company, 29 FCC 677, 20 RR 979, and 
Blue Ridge Mountain Broadcasting Co., 
Inc., 37 FCC 791, 2 RR 2d 511. Further¬ 
more, we do not find Clanton’s arguments 
attempting to explain the facts and cir¬ 
cumstances surrounding its filing for 
this facility very convincing. Thus, Clan¬ 
ton’s explanation that the Prattville ap¬ 
plication was dismissed only a week be¬ 
fore the Martin Lake cutoff date fails to 
adequately explain and justify its con¬ 
tinued pursuit of the original frequency, 
1590 kilocycles. Also, Commission studies 
show that the Martin Lake proposal will 
in fact provide the required city cover¬ 
age, thus depriving Clanton’s argument 
of enhanced chances as against the Mar¬ 
tin Lake proposal of what little force a 
most charitable construction might have 
given it. Moreover, further inquiry into 
the applicant’s principals other broad¬ 
cast connections and activities in the 
area should shed further light in these 
matters. Because of these questions and 
circumstances surrounding the filing of 
Clanton’s application, an appropriate 
“strike application” issue will be specified. 

10. In connection with its claim of 
standing and reques t to b e made a party 
to this proceeding, WKLF asserts that 
Clanton’s proposed operation will cause 
petitioner to lose advertising revenue and 
listeners, to the detriment of petitioner, 
and in the end of the detriment of the 
public interest. WKLF also presents some 
information and economic data, in the 
form of an exhibit attached to its peti¬ 
tion, consisting of responses to the ques¬ 
tions posed by the Commission in Mis¬ 
souri-Illinois Broadcasting, FCC 64-748, 
3 RR 2d 232 (1964), in its discussion of 
the Carroll issue.* * * As Clanton observes in 
Its opposition, the allegations and data 
are presented in the context of the claim 
of standing, and the petitioner does not 
specifically refer to or request a Carroll 
issue. We have nonetheless considered 
the material, in the light of the public 
interest aspects, to determine whether a 
Carroll issue should be specified/ 

11. The city of Clanton, with a popula¬ 
tion of 5,683, 6 is the center and county 
seat of Chilton County, which has a pop¬ 
ulation of 25,693. The applicant’s pro¬ 
posed service area encompasses the 
county and a few additional small towns 
on the fringe. WKLF reports total reve¬ 
nues of $74,536, $75,500, and $62,460 dur¬ 
ing the preceding 3 years (1965, 1964, 
1963), with modest to moderate profits 
during this period.* The petitioner goes 


* Carroll Broadcasting Company v. FCC; 103 

U.S. App. D C. 346, 258 F. 2d 440, 17 RR 2066 

(1958). 

4 Although there Is the question of defec¬ 
tive verification of WKLF's petition, we do 
not beUeve that this impairs the validity or 
accuracy of the Carroll Information presented 
therein. Hence, we have considered this un¬ 
der the informal comments provisions of 

5 1.587 of the Commission's rules, along with 
the pertinent information and data which 
are available from other sources. 

B AU population figures are from U.S. 1960 
Census, unless otherwise noted. 

• Commission records show similar per¬ 
formance In subsequent years. Without di¬ 
vulging specific figures. It should also be 
pointed out that petitioner has regularly 
made substantial payments to principals. 


on to point out that the applicant pro¬ 
poses to come into Clanton and produce 
$32,600 in broadcast revenues. In its re¬ 
sponses to the Missouri-Illinois questions, 
petitioner reports that total retail sales 
in Chilton County were $20.3, $17.9, and 
$16.6 million for years 1966, 1965, and 
1964 respectively, with the maximum 
number of potential radio advertising re¬ 
tail facilities estimated at 378. 

12. From the foregoing, it is obvious 
that the population and advertising po¬ 
tential in the area is limited, and that 
the advertising of the existing station 
would be affected in some ways by the 
advent of a new station in town. On the 
other hand, WKLF does not show, with 
figures or allegations, how or to what 
extent its own revenues would be af¬ 
fected. For example, in answer to the 
query as to the specific advertisers which 
would shift their advertising to the pro¬ 
posed station, the petitioner simply states 
that it does not feel that a majority of the 
clients presently advertising on WKLF 
would shift part of their budget to the 
proposed station. Similarly, in response 
to the query as to the relationship of as¬ 
sumed losses in revenue to the with¬ 
drawal of particular programs or pro¬ 
gram service, petitioner merely presents 
some general information as to the area’s 
economic activity, and concludes that 
“* * * until such time that our local 
consumer markets develop additional 
economic strength, additional competing 
advertising media W'ill further dissipate 
local resources to supply those vitally 
needed public service and local com¬ 
munity Interest programs essential to 
the development and progress of the 
area.” 

13. As stated by the Court in the Car- 
roll case, private economic injury is in 
itself far from conclusive of public detri¬ 
ment: “Competitors may severely injure 
each other to the great benefit of the 
public.” Moreover, in Voice of Middle - 
bury, 7 RR 2d 349 (1966), the Commis¬ 
sion found that “increased competition 
results in increased advertising budgets.” 
The court, in Folkways Broadcasting 
Company, 375 F. 2d 299, 8 RR 2d 2089 
(1967). decreed that: 

“* * • At times there might be a 
knowledge of a specific financial loss and 
its detrimental consequence on pro¬ 
gramming, but we think a Carroll hear¬ 
ing may not be limited to a case in which 
pre-knowledge of the exact economics 
of the situation is necessarily available. 
Requiring such precision would eliminate 
the doctrine as a practical matter.” 
However, in this case the information 
and data falls far short of even the re¬ 
laxed Carroll requirements/ Thus the 
Commission cannot make a finding that 
there are substantial and material ques¬ 
tions of fact as to the area’s ability to 
sustain another station without a net 
loss or degradation of service to the 
public, and therefore a Carroll issue will 
not be specified. 


7 Citing NBC v. FCC, U.S. App.. D C.. Nos. 
19,523, 19,524, May 26, 1966, 7 RR 2d 2067. 
and other authority, Clanton argues that 
WKLF has not even begun to make a thresh¬ 
old showing for a Carroll issue. 
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14. In Suburban Broadcasters, 30 FCC 
1021, 20 RR 951 (1961), public notice of 
August 22, 1968, FCC 68,847. 13 RR 2d 
1906, and City of Camden, 18 FCC 2d 
412, 16 RR 2d 555 (1969), the Commis¬ 
sion has indicated that applicants are 
expected to provide full information on 
their awareness of and responsiveness to 
local community needs and interests. We 
also stated in Camden that the appli¬ 
cant should indicate, by cross-sectional 
survey, statistically reliable sampling, or 
other valid method, that the range of 
groups, leaders and individuals consulted 
is truly representative of the economic, 
social, political, cultural, and other ele¬ 
ments of the community. In Clanton’s 
original survey, it reported that it sought 
to interview as many individuals as possi¬ 
ble from representative groups and orga¬ 
nizations using a prepared program in¬ 
vestigation form. It then listed, by cate¬ 
gories these interviews with eight civic 
offices, “merchants”, and “general listen¬ 
ers” which were “included in a specific 
solicitation.” The applicant did not fur¬ 
nish the names of the interviewees, or 
identify specific comments or sugges¬ 
tions which formed the basis of its find¬ 
ings. Subsequently, in a current survey 
filed on July 15, 1969, Clanton listed 18 
local citizens (15 of which reside in 
Clanton) and their comments as to com¬ 
munity needs and program suggestions. 

15. Clanton’s list of persons inter¬ 
viewed to make up its current survey 
consists of six local government officials, 
six businessmen, two school officials, and 
one clergyman. In Vernon Broadcasting 
Company , 12 FCC 2d 946 (1968), we 
stated that the sample must be repre¬ 
sentative, and must cover both the listen¬ 
ing public and the community leaders, 
and in Camden, supra, we pointed out 
that the applicant should consult with a 
representative range of groups, leaders, 
and individuals in community life—pub¬ 
lic officials, education, religious, and en¬ 
tertainment media, agriculture, business, 
labor, professional, and eleemosynary 
organizations, and others who speak for 
and embody the total needs of the com¬ 
munity. Few if any of these groups, with 
the exception of business, are even 
minimally represented in the Clanton 
survey. The necessity for this issue is 
reinforced by the similarity of the appli¬ 
cant’s program proposals to those of 
Stations WNUZ and WFRS, since the 
Commission has consistently held that 
any apparent identity in programing 
data raises questions as to whether the 
applicant’s proposals will serve the needs 
of the proposed service area (see Subur¬ 
ban Broadcasters, supra). Accordingly, 
the Suburban community needs issue will 
be specified against this applicant. 

16. The Martin Lake proposal, too. 
fails to meet the Commission’s current 
Suburban community needs survey re¬ 
quirements. Although this applicant has 
interviewed a number of persons from 
the listening public, there are few com¬ 
munity leaders represented, and most of 
the categories of community life men¬ 
tioned above are totally unrepresented. 
Accordingly, a Suburban community 
needs issue will also be specified as to 
Martin Lake. 


17. A financial issue is necessary as to 
Clanton. The applicant estimates that 
its total cost of construction will be 
$7,750, which raises a substantial ques¬ 
tion of fact as to whether Clanton’s costs 
estimate is realistic. Also, the personal 
balance sheets of the principals do not 
show their respective abilities to meet 
their capital commitments to the appli¬ 
cant corporation, inasmuch as they do 
not delineate current or quick net assets, 
and the bank loan letters and other fi¬ 
nancial data and documentation are no 
longer current. Thus, a financial issue 
will be specified. 

18. Except as indicated by the issues 
specified below, the applicants are quali¬ 
fied to construct and operate as proposed. 
However, since the proposals are mu¬ 
tually exclusive, they must be designated 
for hearing in a consolidated proceeding 
on the issues specified below. 

19. Accordingly, it is ordered, That, 
pursuant to section 309<e> of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, the 
applications are designated for hearing 
in a consolidated proceeding, at a time 
and place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

(1) To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from each of the proposed opera¬ 
tions and the availability of other pri¬ 
mary aural service (1 mv/m or greater 
in the case of FM) to such areas and 
populations. 

(2) To determine the efforts made by 
Martin Lake Broadcasting Co. to ascer¬ 
tain the community needs and interests 
of the area to be served, and the means 
by which it proposes to meet those needs 
and interests. 

(3) To determine, with respect to the 
application of Clanton Broadcasting 
Corp.: 

(a) The basis of the applicant’s 
estimate of its costs of construction. 

(b) The present ability of the appli¬ 
cants principals to meet their respective 
loan commitments to the applicant 
corporation. 

(c) The source of additional funds, if 
found necessary pursuant to the fore¬ 
going, to meet the costs of construction 
and operation during the first year. 

(d) In light of the evidence adduced 
pursuant to (a), (b>, and (c) above, 
whether this applicant is financially 
qualified to operate the proposed station 
for 1 year without revenues. 

(4> To determine, with respect to the 
application of Clanton Broadcasting 
Corp.: 

(a> Whether the application w'as filed 
in good faith or w'as filed solely or in part 
for the purpose of preventing or delaying 
the granting of a construction permit to 
Martin Lake Broadcasting Co. 

(b) Whether, on the basis of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to (a>, supra, 
the applicant possesses the requisite 
character qualifications to become a 
broadcast licensee of the Commission. 

(5) To determine whether a grant of 
the application of Clanton Broadcasting 
Corp. would contravene the Commis¬ 
sion’s policy requiring divorcement of 
interests between stations in the same 
broadcast service and serving substan¬ 
tially the same area. 


(6) To determine the efforts made by 
Clanton Broadcasting Corp. to ascertain 
the community needs and interests of 
the area to be served, and the means by 
w'hich it proposes to meet those needs 
and interests. 

(7) To determine, in the light of sec¬ 
tion 307(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, which of the pro¬ 
posals would best provide a fair, efficient, 
and equitable distribution of radio 
service. 

(8) To determine, in the event it con¬ 
cluded that a choice between the appli¬ 
cations should not be based solely on 
considerations relating to section 307 < b >, 
which of the operations proposed in the 
above-captioned applications would, on 
a comparative basis, better serve the 
public interest. 

(9) To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues which, if either, of the 
applications should be granted. 

20. It is further ordered. That, South¬ 
eastern Broadcasting Co.. Inc. < WKLF) 
is made a party to the proceeding. 

21. It is further ordered. That, the pe¬ 
tition of Martin Lake Broadcasting Co. 
is granted, insofar as a “strike applica¬ 
tion” good faith issue is being specified. 

22. It is further ordered. That, the pe¬ 
tition of Southeastern Broadcasting Co.. 
Inc., and the motion to strike filed by 
Clanton Broadcasting Corp. are dis¬ 
missed as moot. 

23. It is further ordered. That, with 
respect to Issues No. 4 and 5. the burden 
of proceeding with the introduction of 
evidence and the burden of proof under 
the issues will be upon Clanton Broad¬ 
casting Corp. 

24. It is further ordered. That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and party respond¬ 
ent herein, pursuant to § 1.221(c) of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall, within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion in triplicate, a WTitten appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the Issues specified in this 
order. 

25. It is further ordered, That the ap¬ 
plicants herein shall, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 311(a)(2) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of 
the Commission’s rules, give notice of the 
hearing, either individually or. if feasible 
and consistent with the rules, jointly, 
within the time and in the manner pre¬ 
scribed in such rule, and shall advise the 
Commission of the publication of such 
notice as required by § 1.594(g) of the 
rules. 

Adopted: January 14, 1970. 

Released: January 26,1970. 

Federal Communications 
Commission,* 

(seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

(P.R. Doc. 70-1201; Piled, Jan. 29. 1970; 
8:48 a.m.| 


• Commissioners Bartley and Robert E. Lee 
concurring in the result. 


No. 21 
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lDockets Nos. 18791,18702; FCC 70-97} 

WTAR RADIO-TV CORP. AND HAMP¬ 
TON ROADS TELEVISION CORP. 

Order Designating Applications for 

Consolidated Hearing on Stated 

Issues 

In regard applications of WTAR 
Radio-TV Corp. (WTAR-TV), Norfolk, 
Va.,. Pile No. BRCT-54, for renewal of 
broadcast license; and Hampton Roads 
Television Corp., Norfolk, Va., Pile No. 
BPCT-4281, for construction permit for 
new television broadcast station. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the above-captioned appli¬ 
cations, one requesting a renewal of li¬ 
cense to operate on Channel 3, Norfolk, 
Va., and the other requesting a construc¬ 
tion permit for a new television broad¬ 
cast station to operate on Channel 3, 
Norfolk, Va. 

2. Based on the information contained 
in the application of Hampton Roads 
Television Corp. (Hampton Roads), cash 
in the amount of $2,754,073 will be 
needed for the construction and first 3 
months cost of operation of the proposed 
station, consisting of down payment 
on equipment—$343,000; payments on 
equipment including interest—$345,573; 
land—$63,000; buildings—$77,500; other 
items—$350,000; payments on bank loan 
including interest—$887,500; first 3 
months cost of operation—$687,500.* To 
meet its cash needed requirements, 
Hampton Roads has established the 
availability of a $2,500,000 bank loan 
from the First & Merchants National 
Bank, Norfolk, Va., $285,000 in stock 
subscription agreements and $15,000 in 
cash, for a total of $2,800,000. The appli¬ 
cant’s plan of finance provides that Barr 
Construction Co.. Inc., will purchase two 
sites and construct buildings for trans¬ 
mitter and studio facilities at a total cost 
not to exceed $775,000, and that the ap¬ 
plicant will lease the buildings. However, 
an examination of the balance sheet and 
related documents submitted by Barr 
Construction Co., Inc., does not reveal 
that it has the financial capacity to meet 
its commitment to the applicant. Accord¬ 
ingly, appropriate issues have been 
specified. 

3. Since Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion approval has not been obtained for 
Hampton Roads’ antenna structure, an 
air menace issue has been specified and 
the Federal Aviation Administration has 
been made a party to this proceeding 
with respect to this application. 

4. In Suburban Broadcasters, 30 FCC 
1020, 20 RR 951 (1961); our Public Notice 
of August 22, 1968 (FCC 68-847), 13 
RR 2d 1903; and City of Camden 


1 As In similar cases in the past, we will not 
apply the standard set forth In Ultravision 
Broadcasting Co. (5 RR 2d 343). Rather we 
will apply our former standard which re¬ 
quired an applicant to demonstrate that it 
had sufficient funds to construct and operate 
the proposed station for 3 months with¬ 
out revenues. Orange Nine, Inc., 9 RR 2d 
1157 (1967). 


(WCAM), 18 FCC 2d 412 (1969), we in¬ 
dicated that applicants were expected to 
provide full information on their aware¬ 
ness of and responsiveness to local com¬ 
munity needs and interests. We find that 
botli applicants have satisfactorily com¬ 
plied with these requirements. 

5. WTAR Radio-TV Corp. is qualified 

to own and operate television broadcast 
station WTAR-TV and except as indi¬ 
cated by the issues set forth below, 
Hampton Roads Television Corp. is 
qualified to construct, own and operate 
the proposed new television broadcast 
station. The applications are, however, 
mutually exclusive in that operation by 
the applicants as proposed would result 
in mutually destructive interference. The 
Commission is, therefore, unable to make 
the statutory finding that a grant of the 
applications would serve the public in¬ 
terest, convenience and necessity, and is 
of the opinion that they must be desig¬ 
nated for hearing in a consolidated pro¬ 
ceeding on the issues set forth below. 
Since this is a renewal-new applicant 
proceeding, it will be governed by our 
Policy Statement on Comparative Hear¬ 
ings Involving Regular Renewal Appli¬ 
cants, -FCC 2d-, FCC 

70-62 (1970). 

6. It is ordered, That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309(e) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the above-cap¬ 
tioned applications of WTAR Radio-TV 
Corp. and Hampton Roads Television 
Corp. are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following Issues: 

1. To determine with respect to the 
application of Hampton Roads Television 
Corp.: 

(a) Whether Barr Construction Co., 
Inc., will have available sufficient funds 
to meet its commitment to the applicant. 

(b) Whether, in view of the evidence 
adduced under the preceding issue, the 
applicant is financially qualified. 

(c) Whether there is a reasonable 
possibility that the tower height and 
location proposed by Hampton Roads 
Television Corp. would constitute a 
menace to air navigation. 

2. To determine w r hich of the proposals 
would better serve the public interest. 

3. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, which of the applications 
should be granted. 

7. It is further ordered, That, the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration is made a 
party to this proceeding with respect to 
the application of Hampton Roads Tele¬ 
vision Corp. 

8. It is further ordered. That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants herein pursuant to 
§ 1.221(c) of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall within 
twenty (20) days of the mailing of this 
order, file with the Commission, in trip¬ 
licate, a written appearance stating an 
intention to appear on the date fixed for 
the hearing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this order. 


9. It is further ordered , That, the 
applicants herein shall, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 311(a)(2) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of 
the Contfnission’s rules, give notice of 
the hearing within the time and in the 
manner prescribed in such rule, and 
shall advise the Commission of the pub¬ 
lication of such notice as required by 
§ 1.594(g) of the rules. 

Adopted: January 21, 1970. 

Released: January 27, 1970. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, * 1 
[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 70-1202; Filed, Jan. 29. 1970; 

8:48 &.m.j 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. RI70-1075 etc.) 

FOREST OIL CORP. ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearing on and 

Suspension of Proposed Changes in 

Rates, and Allowing Rate Changes 

To Become Effective Subject to 

Refund 1 

January 21, 1970. 

The respondents named herein have 
filed proposed changes in rates and 
charges of currently effective rate sched¬ 
ules for sales of natural gas under Com¬ 
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in 
appendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon hearings regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed changes, and that 
the supplements herein be suspended and 
their use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par¬ 
ticularly sections 4 and 15, the regula¬ 
tions pertaining thereto (18 CFR Ch. I), 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, public hearings shall be 
held concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed changes. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein are 
suspended and their use deferred until 
date shown in the “Date Suspended 
Until” column, and thereafter until made 
effective as prescribed by the Natural Gas 
Act: Provided, hotcever, That the sup¬ 
plements to the rate schedules filed by 
respondents, as set forth herein, shall 
become effective subject to refund on the 
date and in the manner herein prescribed 
if within 20 days from the date of the 
issuance of this order respondents shall 


* Commissioner Johnson concurring in the 
result. 

1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dis¬ 
pose of the several matters herein. 
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each execute and file under its above- 
designated docket number with the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission its agreement 
and undertaking to comply with the re¬ 
funding and reporting procedure re¬ 
quired by the Natural Gas Act and 5 154.- 
102 of the regulations thereunder, 
accompanied by a certificate showing 
service of copies thereof upon all pur¬ 
chasers under the rate schedule involved. 
Unless respondents are advised to the 
contrary within 15 days after the filing of 
their respective agreements and under¬ 
takings, such agreements and undertak¬ 


ings shall be deemed to have been 
accepted.* 

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plements, nor the rate schedules sought 


3 If an acceptable general undertaking, as 
provided in Order No. 377, has previously 
been filed by a producer, then it will not be 
necessary for that producer to file an agree¬ 
ment and undertaking as provided herein. In 
such circumstances the producer's proposed 
increased rate will become effective as of the 
expiration of the suspension period without 
any further action by the producer. 

Appendix A 


to be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of these proceedings or expira¬ 
tion of the suspension period. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before March 9, 1970. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Gordon M. Grant, 

Secretary. 


Docket 

No. Respondent 

Rate 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 


Amount 

ofaunual 

increase 

Date 

filing 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

suspended 

Date 

Cents per Mcl 

Rate in 

Purchaser and producing area 

suspended 

until— 

Rate In 
effect 

Milj- 

Proposed in- jeetto re¬ 
created rate fund in 

dockets Nos. 

R170-1075.. Forest Oil Corp., 1300 

National Bonk ot Com¬ 
merce Bldg., 8an 

Antonio, Tex. 7*206. 

37 

8 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a divi¬ 
sion of Tenneco Inc. (North Wes¬ 
laco Field, Hidalgo County, Tex.) 
(RU. District No. 4). 

$138 

12-22 459 

» 12-22-09 

‘ 12-23-69 

”16.0 

»•»IS. 0469 


RI70-1076.. Lario Olltfc Gas Co. 

(Operator) et al., 301 
South Market Ht., 

Wichita, Kans. <57202. 

“20 

1 

Cities Service Gas Co. (Nurse 
Northeast Field, Barber County, 

Kans.). 

850 

12-24-09 

* 1-29-70 

* 1-30-70 

•14.0 

••B16.0 


R170-1077.. Lario Oil A Gas Co_ 

“17 

4 

Cities Service 088 Co. (Ds South¬ 
west Field, Barber County, 
Kans.). 

2,260 

12-29-69 

» 1-29-70 

« 1-30-70 

•14.0 

••“15.0 

RI65-503. 

IH70-ia7$.. Helendale Properties, Inc., 
National Bunk of TuLsa, 
Tulsa, Okla. 73102. 

1 

1 

Northern Natural Gas Co. (Lips¬ 
comb and Ochiltree Counties, 
Tex.) (RR. District No. 10). 

2.012 

12-30-09 

» 12 30-69 

• 12-31-69 

♦17.0 

• •• 17.063 



* Tho stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent. 

1 The suspension period Ls limited to 1 day. 

* Tax reimbursement Increase. 

1 Pressure base is 14.(16 p.s.i.a. 

' Subject to deductions by buyer (1.25 cents gathering and dehydration charge and 
1.50 cents compression charge). 

* Settlement rate as approved by Commission Order issued Mar. 7,I960, in Docket 
Nos. c 105-974 at al. 


I Subject to a downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

w Contract dated after Sept. 28,1000, tho date of issuance of the Commission's state¬ 
ment of general policy No. 01-1 and proposed rate does not exceed initial rate ceiling. 

II The suited effective date of tiling pursuant to the Commission's Order No. 300. 
l * Periodic rate increase. 


Forest Oil Corp. (Forest) and Helendale 
Properties Inc.’s (Helendale) proposed rate 
increases reflect the 0.5 percent increase 
in the production tax from 7 percent to 7.5 
percent enacted by the State of Texas on 
September 9, 1969, to be effective as of Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1969. Forest and Helendale's proposed 
rates exceed the applicable area ceilings for 
the areas involved as announced In the Com¬ 
mission's stateme nt of general policy No. 61-1, 
as amended (18 CFR 2.56). We beUeve that 
it would be in the public interest to waive 
the statutory notice provided by section 4(d) 
of the Natural Gas Act. Pursuant to Com¬ 
mission’s Order No. 390 issued October 10, 
1969. Forest and Helendale’s proposed rate 
Increases from underlying rates are suspend¬ 
ed for 1 day from the date of filing since 
such filings were made after October 31, 1969. 

The contracts related to Lario Oil & Gas 
Co. (Operator) et al., and Lario Oil & Gas 
Co.’s (both referred to herein as Lario) rate 
filings were executed subsequent to Septem¬ 
ber 28, 1960, the date of issuance of the 
Commission's statement of general policy No. 
61-1, as amended, and the proposed 15-cent 
rate exceeds the area increased rate celling 
of 11 cents for Kansas but does not exceed 
the initial service ceiling of 16 cents per Mcf 
for the area involved. We believe, in this 
situation, Lario’s proposed rate increases 
should be suspended for 1 day from Janu¬ 
ary 29, 1970, the proposed effective date. 

[F.R. Doc. 79-1112; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:45 a.m.J 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 1-3421] 

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE 
CORP. 

Order Suspending Trading 

January 23, 1970. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock, 10 cents par value of Continental 
Vending Machine Corp., and the 6 per¬ 
cent convertible subordinated debentures 
due September 1, 1976, being traded 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange is required in the public inter¬ 
est and for the protection of investors: 

It is ordered , Pursuant to sections 15 
(c)(5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period Jan¬ 
uary 27. 1970, through February 5, 1970, 
both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 70-1194; Filed. Jan. 29, 1970; 
8:47 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 14] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

January 27,1970. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un¬ 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR Part 1131) published in the Federal 
Register, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the Federal Register publica¬ 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the applica¬ 
tion is published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. One copy of such protests must be 
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served on the applicant, or its author¬ 
ized representative, it any, and the pro¬ 
tests must certify that such service has 
been made. The protests must be specific 
as to the service which such protestant 
can and will offer, and must consist of 
a signed original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in field 
office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 8948 (Sub-No. 92 TA), filed 
January 12, 1970. Applicant: WESTERN 
GILLETTE, INC., 2550 East 28th Street, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90058. Applicant’s 
representative: Carl Fritze, 1545 Wil- 
ehire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90017. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Grape¬ 
fruit juice , in bulk, in shipper-owned 
trailers, from the international boundary 
between the Republic of Mexico and the 
State of Arizona at Nogales, Ariz., to 
Glendale, Ariz., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: The Squirt Co., Post Office Box 
97, Glendale, Ariz. 85301. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Robert G. Har¬ 
rison, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, Room 7708 Fed¬ 
eral Building. 300 North Los Angeles 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. 

No. MC 13095 (Sub-No. 6 TA). filed 
January 8, 1970. Applicant: WUNNICKE 
TRANSFER LINES, INC., 101 South 
Buchanan Street, Boscobel, Wis. 53805. 
Applicant’s representative: Philip H. 
Porter, 110 East Main Street, Madison, 
Wis. 53703. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
cheese, from the plantsites of the Borden 
Foods Division of The Borden Co. at 
Boscobel, Wis., and within 35-mile radius 
thereof to Van Wert, Ohio; (2) creamery 
and cheese factory supplies, from Van 
Wert, Ohio, to the plantsites of the Bor¬ 
den Foods Division of The Borden Co. at 
Boscobel, Wis., and within 35-mile radius 
thereof ; (3) dried whey mixed with ani¬ 
mal fat (custom whey fat mix), from 
Boscobel, Wis., to Dundee, Gibson City, 
Peoria, Pittsfield, Union, and Waukegan, 
HI.; Cedar Rapids, Davenport, Marshall¬ 
town. and Sioux City, Iow r a; and Man¬ 
kato and Minneapolis, Minn., and (4) 
lactose, from Boscobel, Wis., to Milwau¬ 
kee, Wis., for 150 days. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: Borden Cheese Operations. Division 
of Borden, Inc., 802 South Street, Plym¬ 
outh, Wis. 53073; Milk Specialities. Inc., 
Post Office Box 278, Dundee. HI. 60118. 
Send protests to: Barney L. Hardin, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 444 
West Main Street, Room 11, Madison, 
Wis. 53703. 

No. MC 30837 (Sub-No. 385 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: KENOSHA 
AUTO TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 
4200 39th Avenue, Kenosha. Wis. 53140. 
Applicant’s representative: Albert P. 
Barber (same address as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 


routes, transporting: Motor vehicles in 
initial movements in driveaway service, 
and cabs, bodies, and parts, from Gar¬ 
land, Tex., to points in Michigan, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Ohio, Indiana. Illinois, Ala¬ 
bama, New Mexico, California, Texas, 
Iowra, Oregon, Florida, Tennessee, Arkan¬ 
sas, and Wisconsin, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Marmon Motor Co., A 
Subsidiary of SPACE Corp., Shiloh Road 
and Fairdale, Garland, Tex. (Ellie Jones, 
Vice President). Send protests to: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor Lyle D. Heifer, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 807, 135 West Wells 
Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 15302. 

No. MC 52574 (Sub-No. 39 TA), filed 
January 12, 1970. Applicant: ELIZA¬ 
BETH FREIGHT FORWARDING 
CORP., 120 South 20th Street. Irvington, 
N.J. 07111. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward Bowses, 744 Broad Street, New¬ 
ark, N.J. 07102. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Rolls, from Baltimore, Md., to New 
Haven and Hartford, Conn., and Boston, 
Mass., and bread, from Rockport, Mass., 
to Linden, N.J., and pies from Worces¬ 
ter, Mass., to Linden, N.J., for the account 
of Gourmet Bakers, Inc., for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Gourmet Bakers, 
Inc., Linden, N.J. 07036. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Robert S. H. 
Vance. Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 970 Broad Street, 
Newark, N.J. 07102. 

No. MC 41116 (Sub-No. 42 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: FOGLE- 
MAN TRUCK LINE, INC., Post Office 
Box 1504, Crowley, La. 70526. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Paper and paper prod¬ 
ucts, products produced or distributed by 
manufacturers and cover ter s of papers, 
paper products and, (2) Materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities de¬ 
scribed in (1) except commodities in 
bulk and commodities which because of 
size or weight require the use of special 
equipment), between the sites of the 
plant and storage facilities of Boise- 
Southern Co., in Beauregard Parish, La. # 
and points in Alabama, Arkansas, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky. Louisi¬ 
ana, Mississippi, North Carolina. Okla¬ 
homa, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Texas, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Boise Cascade Corp., Post Office Box 
7747, Boise, Idaho 83707. Send protests 
to: W. R. Atkins, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, T-4009 Federal 
Building, 701 Loyola Avenue, New 
Orleans, La. 70113. 

No. MC 45736 (Sub-No. 35 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: GUIG- 
NARD FREIGHT LINES, INC., Post 
Office Box 26067, Charlotte, N.C. 28213. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Paper, 
Ground wood, other than newsprint, 
fiber contents consisting of not less than 
60 percent ground wood, including such 
papers as catalog, directory, drawing. 


manila, novel, postal, printing, tablet or 
writing paper, and newsprint, fiber con¬ 
tent consisting of not less than 60 per¬ 
cent ground wood, from plantsite of 
Bowaters Southern Paper Corp., Cal¬ 
houn, Tenn., to points in Florida, and 
refused or rejected shipments on return, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: Bo¬ 
waters Southern Paper Corp., Calhoun, 
Tenn. Send protests to: Jack K. Huff, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 316 
East Morehead, Suite 417 (BSR Build¬ 
ing), Charlotte, N.C. 28202. 

No. MC 52704 (Sub-No. 70 TA), filed 
January 12, 1970. Applicant: GLENN 

McClendon trucking company, 

INC., Post Office Box 49, Lafayette, Ala. 
36862. Applicant’s representative: Archie 
B. Culbreth, 1273 West Peachtree Street 
NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Paper and paper products, from 
Yulee, Fla., to points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Alabama, Mississippi, 
and Tennessee, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Terminal Paper Bag Co., Inc., 
Yulee, Fla. 32097. Send protests to: Clif¬ 
ford W. White, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 814, 2121 Building, 
Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 59694 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
January 13, 1970. Applicant: MISSOURI 
VALLEY EXPRESS, INC., 4440 Bucking¬ 
ham Street, Box 7078, Omaha, Nebr. 
68101. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles J. Kimball, 300 N.S.E.A. Build¬ 
ing, 14th and J Streets, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat byproducts and arti¬ 
cles distributed by meat packinghouses 
as described in sections A and C of ap¬ 
pendix 1 to the Report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carriers Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209, 766, from the plantsite and storage 
facilities utilized by E. W. Kneip, Inc., 
near Wahoo. Nebr., to Aurora and 
Chicago, HI., and from plantsite and 
storage facilities of E. W. Kneip, Inc., 
Omaha, Nebr., to Aurora, Ill., for the 
account of E. W. Kneip, Inc., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: E. W. Kneip, 
Inc., Omaha, Nebr. (George Craft, T.M.). 
Send protests to: Keith P. Kohrs, District 
Supervisor. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 705 Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68102. 

No. MC 55778 (Sub-No. 15 TA), filed 
January 13, 1970. Applicant: MOTOR 
DISPATCH, INC., 3200 Calumet. Ham¬ 
mond, Ind. Applicant’s representative: 
William J. Boyd, 29 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Frozen prepared foods, from 
Marshall, Macon, Moberly, and Carroll¬ 
ton, Mo., to points in Hlinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and to Daven¬ 
port and Dubuque, Iowa, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Banquet Canning 
Co., Division F M Stamper Co., 515 Olive 
Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63101. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor J. H. Gray, 


, r ", vgl 35, nc i: Friday, January 30 , 1970 



NOTICES 


1259 


Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. 345 West Wayne 
Street, Room 204, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46802. 

No. MC 76025 (Sub-No. 16 TA). filed 
Janua ry 15 , 1970. Applicant: OVER¬ 
LAND EXPRESS. INC., 651 First Street 
SW.. New Brighton, Minn. 55112. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: James F. Sexton 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats and packinghouse 
products, for the account of Armour & 
Co., from St. Paul, Minn., to Bedford 
Heights, Canton, Columbus, Findlay, 
Salem, Toledo, and Westminister, Ohio, 
restricted to shipments moving in the 
same vehicle with shipments destined to 
points in New York and Pennsylvania, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Ar¬ 
mour & Co., Chicago, HI. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor A. E. Rathert, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 448 Federal Build¬ 
ing and U.S. Courthouse, 110 South 
Fourth Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. 12 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: ARIZONA 
TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 6910, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 85005. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Lippman, 1819 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Mohave County, 
Ariz., to points in Clark County, Nev., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Gulf 
Oil Co., Post Office Box 54064, Los Ange¬ 
les, Calif. 90054. Send protests to: Andrew 
V. Baylor, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 3427 Federal Building, Phoe¬ 
nix, Ariz. 85025. 

No. MC 101839 (Sub-No. 2 TA). filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: JOSEPH 
LAMORIELLO, doing business as LA- 
MORIELLO BROTHERS, 233 George 
Waterman Road, Johnston, RX 02919. 
Applicant’s representative: Russell B 
Cumett. 36 Circuit Drive, Edgewood 
Station, Providence, R.l. 02905. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sodium 
chloride , in bulk, in dump trucks from 
Providence, R.I., to points on and east 
of Interstate Highway 91, beginning 
at New Haven, Conn., and extending to 
Springfield, Mass., including Hartford, 
Conn., to points on and south of the Mas¬ 
sachusetts Turnpike, beginning at 
Springfield and extending to Boston, 
Mass., including Boston, Mass., and 
points in Rhode Island, for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: The Chemical Corp., 
144 Allens Avenue, Providence, R.l. 
02903. Send protests to: Gerald H. 
Curry, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations. 187 Westminster Street, Provi¬ 
dence, R.l. 02903. 

No. MC 105326 (Sub-No. 9 TA>, filed 
January 16. 1970. Applicant: GREAT 
LAKES TRUCKING COMPANY, 29 
Washington Street, Monroe. Mich. 48161. 
Applicant’s representative: Frank J. 


Kerwin, Jr.. 900 Guardian Building. De¬ 
troit, Mich. 48226. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Scrap and waste paper and mate¬ 
rials and supplies used in the manufac¬ 
ture of paper products from Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, West 
Virginia, Ohio, and Kentucky to Con¬ 
stantine. Palmyra, and Adrian. Mich, 
(except in bulk), for 150 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Simplex Industries, Inc., 
Treat Road, Adrian. Mich. 49221. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Gerald J. 
Davis, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 1110 Broderick 
Tower. 10 Witherell, Detroit, Mich. 48226. 

No. MC 107227 (Sub-No. 114 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: INSURED 
TRANSPORTERS. INC., 1944 Williams 
Street. San Leandro. Calif. 94577. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John G. Lyons, 
1418 Mills Tower, San Francisco, Calif. 
94104. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Auto¬ 
mobiles, in secondary movements, in 
truckaway service, from Ogden and Salt 
Lake City. Utah, to points in Utah, with 
no return movements, except as other¬ 
wise authorized, for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Toyota Motor Sales, U.S.A., 
Inc., 2055 West 190th Street. Post Office 
Box 2991, Torrance, Calif. 90509. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Wm. E. 
Murphy, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 450 Golden 
Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San Francisco, 
Calif. 94102. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 286 TA). filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT CO., 100 South Main Street. 
Farmer City, HI. 61842. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Building, complete, knocked 
down, or in sections, and component 
parts, materials, supplies, and fixtures 
used in the erection or assemblying 
thereof on shipper-owned undercar¬ 
riages, from Waterbury, Conn., to points 
in Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Mary¬ 
land. Shipper-owned undercarriages, 
from points in Maine. New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
and Maryland, to Waterbury, Conn., for 
180 days. Supporting Shipper: Arbor 
Homes. Inc., 1261 Meridan Road, Water¬ 
bury, Conn. Send protests to: Harold C. 
Jolliff, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, Room 476, 325 West Adams 
Street, Springfield, Ill. 67204. 

No. MC 107544 (Sub-No. 87 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: LEMMON 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, INCORPO¬ 
RATED, Post Office Box 580, Marion, Va. 
24354. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Waste 
material, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
plantsite of Hercules, Inc., Radford 
Army Ammunition Plant, Radford, Va., 
to the plantsite of Champion Paper, Inc., 
Division of U.S. Plywood, at or near Can¬ 


ton, N.C., for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers: Hercules, Inc., Radford, Inc.; 
Radford Army Ammunition Plant, Rad¬ 
ford, Va. 24141. Send protests to: 
Mr. Clatin M. Harmon, District Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 215 Campbell 
Avenue Southwest, Roanoke, Va. 24011. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 284 TA), filed 
January 13, 1970. Applicant: FROZEN 
FOOD EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street, Post 
Office Box 5888, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: L. M. McLean 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dessert topping, aerated 
and nonaerated, cream substitutes, liquid, 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from Fort Worth, Tex., to 
Memphis, Tenn., and points In Arizona, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, New Mexico, and 
Oklahoma, for 180 days. Note: Applicant 
states it does not intend to tack the au¬ 
thority applied for to other authority 
held by it. Supporting shipper: Swift 
Chemical Co., 1211 West 22d Street, Oak 
Brook, HI. 60521. Send protests to: E. K. 
Willis, Jr., District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 513 Thomas Building, 1314 
Wood Street, Dallas, Tex. 75202. 

No. MC 109236 (Sub-No. 23 TA), filed 
January 15, 197 0. Applicant: G. GRANT 
SIMS, ELMER L. SIMS, AND M. K. 
SIMS (GEORGE MILTON SIMs! 
ELMER L. SI MS, A ND BEVERLY SIMS 
CANDLAND. EXECUTORS), a partner¬ 
ship, doing business as SALT LAKE 
TRANSFER COMPANY, 35 South Fifth 
West Street, Salt Lake City, Utah 84101. 
Applicant’s representative: F. Robert 
Reeder, Kearns Building. Salt Lake City. 
Utah 84101. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Barium sulphate—barite, from Salt Lake 
City, Utah, to points in Wyoming, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Custom Mill¬ 
ing & Supply Co., 746 Everett Avenue. Salt 
Lake City. Utah 84116 (Dean Hurd. Pres¬ 
ident). Send protests to: John T. 
Vaughan, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 6201 Federal Building, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84111. 

No. MC 109637 (Sub-No. 364 TA), filed 
January 14, 1970. Applicant: SOUTH¬ 
ERN TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
1047, Louisville, Ky. 40201. Applicant’s 
representative: Virginia E. Price (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Scotch whiskey, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, fom New Orleans. La., to Owens¬ 
boro, Ky., for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Gerard B. Kuntz, Medley Distilling 
Co., Owensboro, Ky. 42301. Send protests 
to: Wayne L. Merilatt, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 426 Post Office 
Building, Louisville, Ky. 40202. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 954 TA), filed 
January 19,1970. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 East 
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa. 
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19335. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert K. Maslin (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sanitary Can Coat¬ 
ing, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Read¬ 
ing, Pa., to Leroy, N.Y., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Glidden-Durkee Di¬ 
vision, SCM Corp., Third and Bern 
Streets, Reading, Pa. 19603. Send protests 
to: Peter R. Guman, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations. 900 U.S. Custom¬ 
house, Second and Chestnut Streets, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 110686 (Sub-No. 38 TA). filed 
January 12. 1970. Applicant: McCOR- 
MICK DRAY LINE, INC., Avis, Pa. 17721. 
Applicant’s representative: David A. 
Sutherland, 1140 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sewage, water and refuse 
systems and sewage, water and refuse 
systems parts, materials and supplies, (1) 
between points in the United States and 
east of Minnesota, Iowa, Kansas, Arkan¬ 
sas, and Louisiana; (2) between ports of 
entry on the international boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
located in Minnesota, Michigan, and New 
York, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States and east of 
Minnesota, Iowa. Kansas, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Lyco Systems, Inc., Post Office Box 
569, Williamsport, Pa. 17701. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Paul J. Kenworthy, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. Bureau of Operations, 309 U.S. Post 
Office Building, Scranton, Pa. 18503. 

No. MC 111170 (Sub-No. 136 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: WHEEL¬ 
ING PIPE LINE, INC., Post Office Box 
1718, El Dorado, Ark. 71730. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Asphalt, in bulk, from El 
Dorado, Ark. to Coplant, Nebr., for 180 
days. Supporting shippers: Lion Oil Co., 
Hydrocarbons and Polymers Division, 
Monsanto Co., Lion Oil Building, El Do¬ 
rado, Ark. 71730. Send protests to: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor William H. Land, Jr., 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 2519 Federal Office 
Building, 700 West Capitol, Little Rock, 
Ark. 72201. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 291 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: AMERI¬ 
CAN COURIER CORPORATION, 2 
Nevada Drive, Lake Success, N.Y. 11040. 
Applicant’s representative: John M. 
Delany (same address as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) business papers, 
records, and audit and accounting media 
of all kinds, and advertising material 
moving therewith, (a) between points in 
Roanoke County, Va., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in West Vir¬ 
ginia, Maryland, and the District of 
Columbia; (b) between Milwaukee, Wis., 
and Austin, Minn.: (c) between Indian¬ 
apolis, Ind., and Owensboro and Hop¬ 
kinsville, Ky.; (d) between points in 


Florida, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Tennessee, restricted to traffic hav¬ 
ing an immediately prior or subsequent 
movement by air; (e) between points in 
Fulton County, Ga., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in North Caro¬ 
lina and South Carolina: (f) between 
Chicago, Ill., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Bowling Green, Corbin, Hen¬ 
derson, Hopkinsville, Louisville, Madison- 
ville, Mayfield, Middlesboro, Owensboro, 
Paducah, and Princeton, Ky.; Big Rapids, 
Cadillac, Gladstone, Greenville, Luding- 
ton, Manistee, Petoskey, and Traverse 
City, Mich.; and Defiance, Ohio; (2) 
photographic and art material, consist¬ 
ing of photographs, transparencies, art¬ 
work, type specimens, and all necessary 
material for full color preparation, and 
shipping invoices, between New York, 
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Bridgeport, Fairfield, Hamden, Hart¬ 
ford, Middletown, New Haven, Stam¬ 
ford, and Westport, Conn.; Providence, 
R.I.; Boston, Brockton, New Bedford, 
Pittsfield, and Stockton, Mass.; Lan¬ 
caster and Philadelphia, Pa.; (3) ex¬ 
posed and processed film and prints, 
complimentary replacement film inci¬ 
dental dealer handling supplies and 
advertising literature moving therewith 
(excluding motion picture film used 
primarily for commercial theater and 
television exhibition), between Findlay, 
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Fayette, Madison, Mason, and 
Rowan Counties, Ky. for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: There are approxi¬ 
mately nine statements of support at¬ 
tached to the application, which may be 
examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be exam¬ 
ined at the field office named below. Send 
protests to: Anthony Chiusano, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 26 Fed¬ 
eral Plaza, N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 111941 (Sub-No. 20 TA) (Cor¬ 
rection). filed January 9, 1970, published 
in the Federal Register, Notice No. 11 
and republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: PIERCETON TRUCKING 
CO., INC., Post Office Box 233, Laketon, 
Ind. 46943. Applicant’s representative: 
Alki E. Scopelitis, 816 Merchants Bank 
Building, 11 South Meridian Street, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Prefabricated steel, and 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the installation and erection of pre¬ 
fabricated steel, when moving at the 
same time and in the same vehicle with 
prefabricated steel, from Dearborn, 
Mich., to (1) the Ford Motor Co. As¬ 
sembly Plant at or near Metuchen, N.J., 
and (2) Chrysler Corp. Warehouse at or 
near Solon, Ohio, for 180 days. Note: 
The purpose of this republication is to 
show from Dearborn, Mich., to, and 
underlined portion, which was inad¬ 
vertently omitted, in previous publica¬ 
tion. Supporting shipper: Unit Steel 
Corp., 500 Stecker, Detroit, Mich. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor J. H. 
Gray, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 


Commerce Commission, Room 204, 345 
West Wayne Street, Fort Wayne, Ind. 
46802. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 146 TA), filed 
January 13, 1970. Applicant: BRAY 
LINES INCORPORATED, Post Office 
Box 1191 1401 North Little, Cushing, 
Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representative: 
Joe W. Ballard (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Oleomar¬ 
garine, table sauces, salad dressings, 
vegetable oils, shortenings, lard, and 
tallows, in containers, from Jacksonville, 
Ill., to points in Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, 
Minnesota, and Wisconsin, for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Anderson Clayton 
Foods, J. C. Wheeler, Traffic Manager, 

1 Main Place, Dallas, Tex. 75250. Send 
protests to: C. L. Phillips, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations. 240 Old Post 
Office Building, 215 Northwest Third, 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 113267 (Sub-No. 228 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: CENTRAL 
& SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, INC., 312 
West Morris Street, CaseyviUe, Ill. 62232. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, and meat byproducts and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses as 
defined in Modification of Permits — 
Packinghouse products, 46 MCC 23, from 
St. Louis, Mo., to Charleston. Hunting- 
ton, and Parkersburg, W. Va., for 150 
days. Supporting shipper: St. Louis 
Independent Packing Co., a division of 
Swift & Co.. Post Office Box 477, St. 
Louis, Mo. 63166. Send protests to: 
Harold C. JolliiT, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, Room 476, 325 West 
Adams Street. Springfield, Ill. 62704. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. 52 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: WARD 
TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office Box 735, 
Pueblo, Colo. 81002. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald S. Smith, 5901 Dexter 
Street, Commerce City, Colo. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquefied petroleum gas, 
in bulk, from Moab, Utah, to Denver, 
Aurora, Estes Park, Strasburg, Idaho 
Springs, Granby, and Frisco, Colo., for 
150 days. Supporting shipper: Suburban 
Gas of Denver, Inc., 3801 East 56th Ave¬ 
nue. Commerce City, Colo. 80022. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Herbert 
C. Ruoff, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 2022 Federal 
Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 115523 (Sub-No. 160 TA), 
filed January 19, 1970. Applicant: 

CLARK TANK LINES COMPANY, 1450 
Beck Street, Salt Lake City, Utah 84116. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Soda ash, 
in bulk, from points in San Bernardino 
and Inyo Counties, Calif., to the plant- 
sites of Eagle-Picher Industries at Colado 
and Clark, Nev. (rejected or contami¬ 
nated products on return), for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Eagle-Picher In¬ 
dustries, Inc., Post Office Box 1869 (E. L. 
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Hardin, Traffic Manager). Send protests 
to: John T. Vaughan, District Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 6201 Federal 
Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 

No. MC 115667 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: ARROW 
TRANSFER CO., LTD., 320 Seymour 
Boulevard, North Vancouver, British 
Columbia, Canada. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: George H. Hart, 1100 IBM 
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Curved steel sheet sections, 
requiring use of special equipment, from 
Seattle, Wash., to Ferndale, Wash.; re¬ 
stricted to shipments having a prior 
movement in foreign commerce from 
points in British Columbia, Canada, for 
150 days. Supporting shipper: Horton 
Steel Works, Ltd., 40 Jennet Street, Fort 
Erie, Ontario. Send protests to: E. J. 
Casey, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 6130 Arcade Building, Seattle, 
Wash. 98101. 

No. MC 116229 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
January 13. 1970. Applicant: JULIAN M. 
SHRADER, Pickaway, W. Va. 24964. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Charles E. An¬ 
derson, 1421 Kanawah Valley Building, 
Charleston, W. Va. 25332. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fertilizer , from Lynchburg, 
Va.. to points in Braxton, Calhoun, 
Gilmer, Jackson, Lewis, Mason, Pendle¬ 
ton. Randolph, Roane, Upshur, Webster, 
Wirt, and Wood Counties, W. Va.. for 
180 days. Note: Applicant intends to tack 
with its present authority in Docket No. 
MC 116229. Supporting shipper: Royster 
Co., Post Office Box 1220, Lynchburg, Va. 
23305. Send protests to: H. R. White, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 3202 
Federal Office Building, 500 Quarrier 
Street, Charleston, W. Va. 25301. 

No. MC 117563 (Sub-No. 2 TA). filed 
January 13, 1970. Applicant: JOHN T. 
PESCHKE, Box 506, Waugay, S. Dak. 
57273. Applicant’s representative: John 
T. Peschke (same address as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid animal food 
supplements in bulk, from the plantsite 
of Cargill, Inc., Savage. Minn., to points 
in South Dakota on and north of South 
Dakota Highway 34 and east of the Mis¬ 
souri River from Pierre, S. Dak., to the 
North Dakota border and animal and 
poultry feed, dry in bulk, and mixed loads 
of bulk and bags, from the plantsite of 
Cargill, Inc., Cluek, Minn., to points in 
Brown, Codington, Day, Edmunds, 
Grant, and Hamlin Counties, S. Dak., for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Cargill, 
Inc., Cargill Building, Minneapolis, 
Minn.; Harold L. Karr, General Truck 
Coordinator. Send protests to: J. L. 
Hammond, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 369, Federal Building, 
Pierre, S. Dak. 57501. 

No. MC 119619 (Sub-No. 22 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: DISTRIB¬ 


UTORS SERVICE CO.. 2000 West 43d 
Street. Chicago. Ill. 60609. Applicant's 
representative: Arthur J. Piken, 160-16 
Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica. N.Y. 11432. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meat, meat 
products, meat byproducts, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
described in sections A and C of ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions 
of Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766 (except hides and skins, 
and except commodities in bulk) in 
tank vehicles, from the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Bird Provisions 
Co. at Pekin, Ill., and cold storage and 
warehouse facilities at Peoria, HI., to 
points in the States of Maryland. New 
York, New Jersey, Maine, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Vermont, Masaschusetts, Connecti¬ 
cut, Rhode Island, Delaware, District of 
Columbia, and Pennsylvania, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Bird Provision 
Co., 420 Washington Street, Pekin, Ill. 
61554. Send protests to: District Super¬ 
visor, Roger L. Buchanan, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, 219 South Dearborn Street, Room 
1086, Chicago, HI. 60604. 

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 30 TA), filed 
J anua ry 15, 1970. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., Post 
Office Box 1006, Opelousas, La. 70570. 
Applicant’s representatives: Paul M. 
Daniell and Alan E. Serby, 1600 First 
Federal Building, Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products, meat byproducts, articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, from 
Liberal, Kans., to points in Alabama, 
Tennessee (except Memphis), Florida, 
Georgia, Virginia, Rhode Island, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Maryland, District of Colum¬ 
bia, Delaware, New Jersey, New York, 
Connecticut, Massachusetts. North Car¬ 
olina, and South Carolina, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: National Beef 
Packing Co., Inc., 300 Central Avenue, 
Kansas City, Kans. 66118. Send protests 
to: E. K. Willis, Jr., District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 513 Thomas Build¬ 
ing, 1314 Wood Street, Dallas, Tex. 
75202. 

No. MC 123233 (Sub-No. 24 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: PROVOST 
CARTAGE INC., 7887 Second Avenue, 
Ville d’Anjou 437, Province of Quebec. 
Canada. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Chemi¬ 
cals, liquid and dry, in bulk, in tank or 
hopper type vehicles, between ports of 
entry on the United States-Canada 
boundary line at/or near Trout River, 
Alexandria Bay. Rooseveltown, Ogdens - 
burg, and Champlain, N.Y.; Highgate 
Springs, Derby line, and Norton, Vt.; 
Jackman, Van Buren, Houlton, Vance- 
boro, and Calais, Maine; on the one 
hand, and. on the other, Livermore 
Falls, Rumford, Lincoln, Great Works, 
and Cumberland Mills, Maine, and 
points in Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Is¬ 


land. New York, New Jersey, Delaware. 
Maryland, Pennsylvania (except petro¬ 
chemical products from points in Penn¬ 
sylvania) . and Ohio (except liquid chem¬ 
ical wax from Cleveland, Ohio), for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Brockville 
Chemical Industries, Ltd., Place Ville 
Marie, Suite 2340, Montreal 113, Prov¬ 
ince of Quebec, Canada. Send protests 
to: Martin P. Monaghan, Jr., District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 52 State 
Street, Room 5, Montpelier, Vt. 05602. 

No. MC 123465 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: ST. HYA- 
CINTHE EXPRESS, INC., 770 BruiUette. 
St. Hyacinthe, Province of Quebec, Can¬ 
ada. Applicant’s representative: John J. 
Brady, Jr., 75 State Street, Albany, N.Y. 
12207. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wood 
products, and parts thereof such as, but 
not limited to, toood panels, cabinets, 
shelving, office and bank furniture, 
pianos, radios and TV cabinets and cof¬ 
fins, assembled and/or knocked down, 
all uncrated, from ports of entry on the 
United States-Canada boundary line in 
the States of New York, Vermont, Maine, 
and Michigan to points in the States of 
Massachusetts, New York, Connecticut, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Vermont, Maine, Illinois, Michi¬ 
gan, Rhode Island, and Indiana, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Casavant 
Freres Limitee. C.P. 38. St. Hyacinthe. 
Province of Quebec, Canada. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Martin P. Monaghan, Jr., Dis-* 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 52 State Street, Room 5, 
Montpelier, Vt. 05602. 

No. MC 123639 (Sub-No. 125 TA), filed 
January 14, 1970. Applicant: J. B. 
MONTGOMERY, INC., 5150 Brighton 
Boulevard. Denver, Colo. 80216. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: David Senseney, 
3395 South Bannock Street, Englewood, 
Colo. 80110. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products and meat byprod¬ 
ucts, from Wichita, Kans., to points in 
Connecticut, Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Jersey, New York, and 
Pennsylvania, for 180 days. Supporting 
Shippers: Sunflower Packing Co., 1410 
East 21st Street, Wichita, Kans.; Cud¬ 
ahy Packing Co., Wichita, Kans. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor C. W. 
Buckner, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 2022 Fed¬ 
eral Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 124359 (Sub-No. 13 TA). filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: WIL- 

HELEN, INC., 1409 16th Avenue, Greeley, 
Colo. 80631. Applicant’s representative: 
W. R. Stevens (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a con - 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Floor cov¬ 
erings and wall tile (such as floor and 
wall tile, linoleum, adhesives, and other 
supplies used in the installation thereof) 
from Salem, N.J.; Chillicothe, Ohio; De¬ 
troit, Mich.; Sheboygan, Wis.; Chicago, 
HI., and New Orleans, La., to points in 
Colorado, for 120 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Nelson Distributing, 917 Wazee 
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Street, Denver, Colo. 80204. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor C. W. Buck¬ 
ner, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 2022 Federal 
Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 125844 (Sub-No. 17 TA). filed 
January 14, 1970. Applicant: BIO-MED- 
HU. INC., 8603 Preston Highway, Louis¬ 
ville, Ky. 40219. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Ollie L. Merchant, Suite 202, 140 
South Fifth Street, Louisville, Ky. 40202. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Blood and deriva¬ 
tives of blood (1) from points in Ken¬ 
tucky, Missouri, and Tennessee to points 
in New Jersey and (2) from St. Louis, 
Mo., to points in Los Angeles County, 
Calif., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Gilbert G. Rossner. President, American 
Blood Components, Inc., 118 Jefferson 
Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. Send 
protests to: Wayne L. Merilatt, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Bureau of Operations. 426 Post 
Office Building, Louisville, Ky. 40202. 

No. MC 127450 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
January 12, 1970. Applicant: T. G. GAR¬ 
LAND, doing business as B & W 
FREIGHT LINES, 200 North Buchanan, 
Post Office Box 2884, Amarillo, Tex. 
79107. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment, between Amarillo, 
Tex,, and Lawton, Okla., from Amarillo, 
over U.S. Highway 287 to Hedley, Tex., 
thence over Texas Highway 203 to Well¬ 
ington, Tex., thence over FM Road 338 
to Dodson, Tex.: thence over unnum¬ 
bered road to intersection U.S. Highway 
62, thence over U.S. Highway 62 to Law- 
ton, and return over the same route, serv¬ 
ing the termini and all points in Okla¬ 
homa on such route, and the off-route 
points of Tipton and Mangum. Okla., 
over U.S. Highway 283 between Altus and 
Sayre, Okla., for operating convenience 
only to coordinate service with carrier’s 
existing certificate, for 180 days. Note: 
Carrier does intend to tack authority 
here applied for to that presently held 
and/or interline with all authorized car¬ 
riers at Amarillo, Tex., and Lawton, 
Okla. Supporting shippers: There are 
approximately (35) statements of sup¬ 
port attached to the application, which 
may be examined here at the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Washington, 
D C., or copies thereof which may be 
examined at the field office named below. 
Send protests to: Haskell E. Ballard, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 918 
Tyler Street, Amarillo, Tex. 79101. 

No. MC 128879 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: C-B 

TRUCK LINES, INC.. 1034 Humble 
Place, El Paso, Tex. 79915. Applicant’s 
representative: Jerry R. Murphy, 708 La 
Veta NE., Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87108. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 


ties (except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between El 
Paso, Tex., and Clovis, N. Mex.; (1) from 
El Paso, over U.S. Highways 62 and 180 
to their junction with New Mexico High¬ 
way 483 (near Hobbs, N. Mex.), thence 
over New Mexico Highway 483 to Loving- 
ton, N. Mex., thence over U.S. Highway 
82 to its junction with New Mexico High¬ 
way 18, and thence over New Mexico 
Highway 18 to Clovis, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points between Clovis and Carlsbad but 
no service at Carlsbad; (2) from El Paso, 
over U.S. Highway 54 to its junction with 
US. Highway 70 at Tularosa, N. Mex., 
thence over U.S. Highway 70 to Clovis, 
serving all intermediate points between 
Clovis and Roswell but no service at Ros¬ 
well, for 180 days. Note: Carrier does 
intend to tack authority here applied for 
to that presently held and/or interline 
with authorized carriers at Clovis and 
Lovington, N. Mex. Supporting shippers: 
There are approximately 41 statements 
of support attached to the application, 
which may be examined here at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
which may be examined at the field office 
named below. Send protests to: Haskell 
E. Ballard, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 918 Tyler Street, Amarillo, Tex. 
79101. 

No. MC 128882 (Sub-No. 3 TA) (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed January 9, 1970. published 
in the Federal Register, Notice No. 11 
and republished in part, as corrected, 
this issue. Applicant: R. W. S TEE LE, 
doing business as R. W. STEELE 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 320 Heaslet 
Street, Clovis, N. Mex. 88101. Applicant’s 
representative: Hugh T. Matthews, 630 
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201. 
Note : The purpose of this partial repub¬ 
lication is to correct an error in the 
Applicant’s Trade Name. The rest of 
the application remains as previously 
published. 

No. MC 129307 (Sub-No. 32 TA), filed 
January 14, 1970. Applicant: McKEE 
LINES, INC., 664 54th Avenue, Matta- 
wan, Mich. 49071. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Gene R. Prokuski (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen prepared foods, from Macon, 
Marshall, Milan, Moberly, and Carroll¬ 
ton, Mo., to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, and West Virginia, and Daven¬ 
port and Dubuque, Iowa, for 180 days. 
Note: Applicant states no tacking nor 
interlining intended. Supporting shipper: 
Banquet Canning Co., Division of F. M. 
Stamper Co., 515 Olive Street. St. Louis, 
Mo. 63101 (Frank M. Kuzara, Director of 
Distribution). Send protests to: C. R. 
Flemming, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 225 Federal Building, Lan¬ 
sing, Mich. 48933. 

No. MC 129618 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
January 12, 1970. Applicant: EISEN- 


BACH ENTERPRISES LIMITED, 327 
Murray Street, Brantford, Ontario, Can¬ 
ada. Applicant's representative: Frank J. 
Kerwin. Jr., 900 Guardian Building, De¬ 
troit, Mich. 48226. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Hides, chrome splits, bellies, ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in the process¬ 
ing, preserving or curing of hides, skins 
or glue (except chemicals in bulk), 
between the international boundary be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada at 
the Detroit River and St. Cloud and 
Duluth, Minn., and Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: Rob- 
son-Lang Leathers, Oshawa, Ontario. 
Send protests to: George M. Parker. Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 518 
Federal Office Building, 121 Ellicott 
Street, Buffalo, N.Y. 14203. 

No. MC 129808 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
January 13, 1970. Applicant: GRAND 
ISLAND CONTRACT CARRIER, INC., 
Box 46, Municipal Airport, Grand Is¬ 
land, Nebr. 68801. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Charles J. Kimball, Box 2028, Lin¬ 
coln, Nebr. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Breading meal and batter mix, from the 
plants!tes and storage facilities utilized 
by Modern Maid Food Products at or 
near Ponchatoula, La., and Jamaica, 
N.Y., and from the plantsites and stor¬ 
age facilities of Griffith Laboratories at 
or near Chicago, Ill., and from a point on 
the international boundary line between 
the United States and Canada, at or near 
Detroit, Mich., to the plantsite and stor¬ 
age facilities of Delicious Foods Co. at or 
near Grand Island, Nebr., for 180 days. 
Note: Applicant proposes to interline 
traffic at a point on the international 
boundary between Ontario, Canada, and 
Michigan at or near Detroit, Mich., with 
carriers operating between such point 
and Toronto, Canada. Applicant requests 
that the Commission refrain from impos¬ 
ing any restriction in any authority 
granted herein which would prevent such 
interlining. Supporting shipper: Deli¬ 
cious Foods Co., Post Office Box 730, 
Grand Island, Nebr. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor Johnston, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 315 Post Office Building, Lin¬ 
coln, Nebr. 68508. 

No. MC 133146 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 13, 1970. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORTATION SERV¬ 
ICE, INC., 3092 Piedmont Road NE., 
Atlanta, Ga. 30305. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Will Lennan (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Inedible 
waste foodstuffs and inedible meal, be¬ 
tween Jersey City, N.J., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Alabama. 
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Geor¬ 
gia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan. 
Mississippi, New Hampshire, New Jersey. 
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
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Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia. West Vir¬ 
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
International Baker age, a division of 
International Consolidated, Inc., 30305. 
Send protests to: William L. Scroggs, 
District Supervisor. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 309, 1252 West Peachtree Street 
NW„ Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 133270 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: WESTERN 
MEAT TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 
Route 1, Box 672, Eugene. Oreg. 97402. 
Applicant’s representative: Earle V. 
White, 2400 Southwest Fourth Avenue, 
Portland, Oreg. 97201. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meat, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, and dairy products, in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration; 
(1) from Seattle and Tacoma, Wash., to 
points in Yamhill, Marion, Polk, Benton, 
Linn. Lane, Douglas, Josephine, Jack- 
son, Coos, Curry, and Klamath Coun¬ 
ties, Oreg.; and (2) from Portland, 
Oreg. to points in Snohomish, King, 
Pierce, Thurston, Lewis, Cowlitz, and 
Clark Counties. Wash., for 180 days. 
Supporting shippers: Swift Processed 
Meats Co., Division of Swift & Co., 132 
Southeast Alder Street, Portland, Oreg. 
97214; Cudahy Co., Post Office Box 3545, 
Seattle, Wash. 98124; Wilson & Co., 27th 
and Y Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68107; John 
Morrell & Co., Portland, Oreg.; Hormel 
& Co., Post Office Box 800, Austin, Minn. 
55912. Send protests to: A. E. Odoms, 
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
450 Multnomah Building, Portland, 
Oreg. 97204. 

No. MC 133485 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
January 14. 1970. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL DETECTIVE SERVICE, INC., 
1828 Westminster Street, Providence, 
R.I. 02909. Applicant’s representative: 
Russell B. Cumett, 36 Circuit Drive, 
Edgewood Station, Providence, RJ. 
02905. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Bul¬ 
lion and precious metals requiring trans¬ 
portation by armored vehicle, from ports 
of entry on the international boundary 
line betw een the United States and Can¬ 
ada located in Vermont. Newr York, and 
New' Hampshire, to Providence, R.I., for 
180 days. Supporting shippers: Rhode 
Island Hospital Trust National Bank. 15 
Westminster Street, Providence. R.I., 
02903; Edward B. McAlpine Refiners of 
Precious Metals. 85 Ellenfield Street at 
Virginia Avenue, Providence, R.I. 02905. 
Send protests to: Gerald H. Curry, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 187 
Westminster Street, Providence, R.I. 
02903. 

No. MC 133867 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 15, 1970. Applicant: STARLING 
TRANSPORT LINES, INC., 3724 U.S. 
Highway No. 1, Foil; Pierce, Fla. 33450. 
Applicant’s representative: Bernard C. 
Pestcoe, Suite 708, City National Bank 
Building. 25 West Flagler Street. Miami, 
Fla. 33130. Authority sought to operate 


as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen poultry dinners, frozen beef 
dinners and frozen seafood dinners, and 
the above items when moving in mixed 
loads with exempt commodities, from 
Highland, N.Y., to points in Michigan, 
Ohio, Florida, California, Texas, Louisi¬ 
ana, Oklahoma. Kansas, Missouri, Ten¬ 
nessee. Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana. Wis¬ 
consin, Minnesota, Georgia, and Wash¬ 
ington. Applicant intends to trans¬ 
port exempt commodities on return 
movements pursuant to provisions of sec¬ 
tion 203(b)(6) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Foodways, Inc. (N.Y.), a food 
licensee of Weight Watchers Interna¬ 
tional Inc., 90 Stevens Avenue, Valhalla, 
N.Y. 10595. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor Joseph B. Teichert, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 1226, 51 Southwest 
First Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33130. 

No. MC 134188 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: A-A DRIVE 
A-WAY, INC., 161 West Wisconsin Ave¬ 
nue, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. Applicant’s 
representative: William C. Dlneen, 412 
Empire Budding, 710 North Plankinton 
Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common ear¬ 
ner, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Automobiles, in sec¬ 
ondary movements, in driveaway service, 
from points in Wisconsin to points in 
the United States, except Alaska and 
Haw r aii, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: There are approximately 87 state¬ 
ments of support attached to the applica¬ 
tion, w'hich may be examined here at 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
w'hich may be examined at the field of¬ 
fice named below. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor Lyle D. Heifer, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 135 West Wells Street, Room 
807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 134212 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: EDWARD 
C. DIETSCH, doing business as FAR- 
WEST FURNITURE TRANSPORT, 6840 
112th Street SE., Renton, Wash. 98055. 
Applicant’s representative: Joseph O. 
Earp, 411 Lyon Building, Seattle, Wash! 
98104. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New fur¬ 
niture and fixtures , between points in 
Oregon, Washington, and California, for 
150 days. Supporting shippers: Educa¬ 
tors Manufacturing Co., Post Office Box 
1261, Tacoma, Wash. 98401; Hiebert Inc., 
23605 Telo Avenue, Torrance, Calif! 
90505; Sierra Furniture Corp„ 330 West 
Avenue 26, Los Angeles, Calif. 90031: and 
Vista-Costa Mesa Furniture Co., 411 East 
Julianna Avenue, Annaheim, Calif. 
92803. Send protests to: E. J. Casey, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 6130 
Arcade Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. 

No. MC 134214 (Sub-No. 1 TA). filed 
January 19, 1970. Applicant: SIMPSON 
TOWING LIMITED, Scott Street and 
Q. E. Highway, St. Catherines, Ontario, 
Canada. Applicant’s representative: 


Robert D. Gunderman. 43 Niagara Street, 
Buffalo, N.Y. 14202. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Wrecked, disabled, inoperative, sto¬ 
len, and repossessed motor vehicles, in¬ 
cluding trailers (except mobile homes or 
house trailers designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles) and replace¬ 
ments thereof, by wrecker equipment, be¬ 
tween ports of entry on the international 
boundary betw'een the United States and 
Canada in New' York and Michigan, on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in New York, Pennsylvania, Massachu¬ 
setts, Connecticut. New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, Michigan, Ohio, and 
Indiana, for 150 days. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: Fruitbelt Produce Trucking Ltd., 
12 Smith Street, St. Catharines, Ontario, 
Canada: Melbum Truck Linfes, Ltd., 26 
Chauncey Street, Toronto, Ontario, 
Canada. Send protests to: George M. 
Parker, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations. 518 Federal Office Building, 121 
Ellicott Street, Buffalo, N.Y. 14203. 

No. MC 134237 (Sub-No. 1 TA). filed 
January 16, 1970. Applicant: M-M-M 
CORPORATION. 110 Fifth Street. 
Pahrump, Nev. 89041. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Ernest D. Salm. 3846 Evans 
Street, Los Angeles. Calif. 90027. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, except those in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from points in Los Angeles County, 
Calif, to Pahrump, Nev., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Leslie L. Mankins, 
doing business as, Mankins’s Comer, Post 
Office Box 156, Pahrump, Nev. 89041. 
Send protests to: Daniel Augustine, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Bureau of Operations, 222 
East Washington Street, Carson City, 
Nev. 89701. 

No. MC 134254 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 12, 1970. Applicant: NANC 
CORPORATION. 2160 North Dort High¬ 
way, Flint, Mich. 48506. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Walter Bieneman, Suite 
1700, 1 Woodw ard Avenue. Detroit, Mich. 
48226. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Guard 
rail, guard rail posts, and accessories and 
sign supports (Joists ), from Flint. Mich., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska. Arizona, California, Hawaii, 
Idaho, Michigan, Montana, Nevada, 
Oregon, Utah. Washington, and Wyo¬ 
ming) , for 150 days. Supporting shipper: 
Anderson ’’Safeway” Guard Rail Corp., 
2610 North Dort Highway, Flint. Mich. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor 
Gerald J. Davis, Bureau of Operations, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1110 
Broderick Tow*er, 10 Witherell, Detroit, 
Mich. 48226. 

No. MC 134266 TA, filed January 12, 
1970. Applicant: MOBILE HOME CON¬ 
VOY, INC., 1837 Laval Street, Jacques 
Cartier, Province of Quebec. Canada. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Adrien R. Pa- 
quetts, 200 Ouest, rue St-Jacques, Suite 
1010, Montreal 126, Province of Quebec, 
Canada. Authority sought to operate as 
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a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Mobile 
homes, prefabricated houses, with parts 
and accessories, from ports of entry, on 
the international boundary *ine between 
the United States and Canada located 
in Maine. Vermont, New Hampshire, and 
New York, to points in New York, Ver¬ 
mont, New Hampshire, Maine, and Mas¬ 
sachusetts, for 180 days. Note: Applicant 
does intend to tack with Quebec Permit 
No. 17476-V. Supporting shipper: Les 
Constructions Latendresse, Inc., St. 
Bruno, Province of Quebec, Canada. Send 
protests to: Martin P. Monaghan, Jr., 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 52 
State Street, Room 5, Montpelier, Vt. 
05002. 

No. MC 134274 TA, filed January 15, 
1970. Applicant: DONALD R. GARRI¬ 
SON & FLOYD L. BOAN, doing business 
as GARRISON & BOAN TRUCKING, 
1413 Denver Street, Boise, Idaho 83706. 
Applicant’s representative: Winston 
Churchill, 404 Idaho Building, Boise, 
Idaho 83702. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Scrap car bodies and related scrap car 
parts, from points in Ada County, Idaho, 
to Portland, Oreg., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Weldon Haney, 2719 North 
24th Street, Boise, Idaho 83702. Send pro¬ 
tests to: C. W. Campbell, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 455 Federal Build¬ 
ing and U.S. Courthouse, 550 West Fort 
Street, Boise, Idaho 83702. 

No. MC 134273 TA, filed January 15, 
1970. Applicant: W. S. HATCH CO.. 643 
South 800 West Street, Woods Cross, 
Utah 84087. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Such 
commodities as are dealt in by grocery 
and variety stores and combinations of 
these commodities and exempt commodi¬ 
ties; (1) From points in California to 
(a) points in Utah, Salt Lake. Davis, 
Weber, and Cache Counties, Utah; (b) 
Cheyenne, Wyo., (c) Boise, Idaho, and, 
(2) From (a) points in Salt Lake County, 
Utah, to Cheyenne, Wyo., and (b) points 
in Salt Lake County, Utah, to Boise, 
Idaho (under a continuing contract with 
Grand Central, Inc.) for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Grand Central Inc., 
2233 South Third East Street, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84115 (Donald G. Helsten, 
Traffic Manager). Send protests to: John 
T. Vaughan, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 6201 Federal Building, Salt 
Lake City. Utah 84111. 

No. MC 134275 TA. filed January 15, 
1970. Applicant: JIM T. TAYLOR, doing 
business as JIM T. TAYLOR TRUCKING 
CO., Box 382, Marathon, Tex. 79842. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: George Fowler, 
520 North Lee Street, Odessa, Tex. 76760. 


Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fluorspar ore, in 
bulk, from La Linda, Texas Bridge, and 
Boquillas, Texas Crossing, to Marathon, 
Tex. Restriction: The service requested 
herein is restricted to traffic originating 
in Mexico, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Bailey Fluorspar Co., Marfa, 
Tex. 79843. Send protests to: Richard 
H. Dawkins, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 301 Broadway, Room 206, 
San Antonio, Tex. 78205. 

No. MC 134276 TA, filed January 15, 
1970. Applicant: GUARDIAN STORAGE 
INC., 4023 Navy Boulevard, Pensacola, 
Fla. 32507. Applicant’s representative: C. 
W. Huai (same address as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods as 
defined by the Commission, having 
a prior or subseqent movement in inter¬ 
state commerce, between points in Wal¬ 
ton, Bay, Homes, Washington, Escam¬ 
bia, Santa Rosa, and Okaloosa Counties, 
Fla., and points in Baldwin, Mobile, Es¬ 
cambia, and Covington Counties, Ala., 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: Da¬ 
vidson Forwarding Co., 3180 V Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20018; Home- 
Pack Transport, Inc., 57-48 49th Street, 
Maspeth. N.Y. 11378. Send protests to: 
Clifford W. White, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Room 814, 2121 
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 134279 TA, filed January 19, 
1970. Applicant: DAVID E. ROWELL, 7 
North 93d Avenue West, Duluth, Minn. 
55808. Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas R. Thibodeau, 811 First Ameri¬ 
can National Bank Building, Duluth, 
Minn. 55802. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: For¬ 
est products, including wood lath, snow 
fence, wood stakes, rough and finish lum¬ 
ber, from Grand Portage, Minn., to points 
in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa, 
and Michigan, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Kakabeka, Timber, Ltd., Ka- 
kabeka Falls, Ontario. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor A. E. Rathert, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations. 448 Federal Building and 
U.S. Courthouse, 110 South Fourth 
Street, Minenapolis. Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 134280 TA, filed January 19, 
1970. Applicant: YOUNG’S EXPRESS 
INC., 2734 West North Avenue, Balti¬ 
more, Md. 21216. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Charles McD. Gillan, Jr., 113 Mon¬ 
trose Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 21228. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, packing¬ 
house products, and commodities used by 
packinghouses, seasonings or spices, ad¬ 


vertising matter, forms, racks, signs, and 
store displays, commodities used in the 
manufacture, sale, or distribution of 
meats and packinghouse products as de¬ 
tailed above, between Baltimore, Md.. on 
the one hand, and, on the other, New 
Haven, Conn., points in New Jersey, New 
York, N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., using 
shipper-owned semitrailers, under a con¬ 
tinuing bilateral contract with H. G. 
Parks, Inc., of Baltimore, Md.. for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: H. G. Parks, 
Inc., 501 West Hamburg Street, Balti¬ 
more, Md. 21230. Send protests to: Wil¬ 
liam L. Hughes, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission. Bureau 
of Operations, 1125 Federal Building, 
Baltimore. Md. 21201. 

Motor Carrier of Passengers 

No. MC 45626 (Sub-No. 64 TA), filed 
December 30, 1969. Applicant: VER¬ 
MONT TRANSIT CO., INC., 135 St. Paul 
Street. Burlington, Vt. 05401. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, and express and neiospapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between 
Center Rutland, Vt., and Interchange 
18 (known as the Corinth Road Inter¬ 
change) of Interstate Highway 87 in the 
town of Queensbury, N.Y., as follows; 
from Center Rutland over U.S. Highway 
4 to Hudson Falls, N.Y., thence over 
New York Highway 32 to Glens Falls, 
N.Y., thence over unnumbered highway 
to Interchange 18 of Interstate Highway 
87, and return over the same route serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points, restricted as 
follows; (1) South and westbound, 
against pickup of traffic at points be¬ 
tween the Fort Ann, N.Y.-Kingsbury, 
N.Y., town line and Interchange 18 of 
Interstate Highway 87. (2) North and 
eastbound, against discharge of traffic at 
points between Interchange 18 of Inter¬ 
state Highway 07 and the Kingsbury, 
N.Y.-Fort Ann. N.Y., town line, for 180 
days. Note: Applicant states it will join 
and/or tack the authority sought in this 
application with MC 45626 Sub 33 and 
47. Supporting shippers: There are 
approximately 10 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be exam¬ 
ined at the field office name below. Send 
protests to: Martin P. Monaghan, Jr., 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, Room 5, 52 State Street, Montpe¬ 
lier, Vt. 05602. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 70-1205; Filed, Jan. 29, 1970; 

8:48 a.m.] 
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